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SOME 

REMARKS 
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Three  TREATISES 

OF  THE 

PLAGUE, 


INTRODUCTION '. 


H  E  Appearance  of  the  Plague  in 
the  Southern  Parts  of  France , 
the  length  of  its  Duration,  and 
the  terrible  Havock  it  has  made 
there,  have  juilly  given  the 
Alarm  to  all  Europe.  Here  in  England  the 
Parliament,  laft  Sefhons,  went  on  fuch  Means 
as  were  then  judged  moft  proper,  to  keep 
out  from  amongft  us  fo  formidable  an  Ene- 
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my :  And  at  prefent,  the  Danger  of  our  be¬ 
ing  vifited  with  this  lore  Afflidlion  fbill  con- 
tinning,  the  Wifdom  of  the  Nation  feems  a- 
gain  intent  on  the  fame  good  Purpofe  3  in  con¬ 
sidering  what  wholfome  Laws  may  be  farther 
enacted,  either  in  order,  if  poffible,  to  pre- 
ferve  us  from  fo  great  a  Calamity  as  the  Pelti- 
lence  3  or,  if  that  Should  prove  impoffible,  to 
enable  the  Government  to  ordain  Such  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  Shall  from  time  to  time  be  judg’d 
fit  and  convenient,  by  the  molt  Skilful  and 
able  Phyficians,  to  abate  the  Violence  of  this 
mighty  Defiroyer  of  Mankind. 

But,  what  is  more  to  my  prefent  Defign, 
our  Authors  have  not  been  Sparing  of  their 
Advice  on  this  melancholy  Occafion  3  for  this 
they  have  plentifully  distributed,  in  many  a 
Pamphlet,  throughout  the  whole  Kingdom. 
It  is  now  near  a  Twelve-month  Since  Dr. 
Mead. ,  at  the  Requeft  of  one  of  the  Secreta¬ 
ries  of  State,  publiflied  A  Jhort  Difcourfe  con - 
cerning  Peftilential  Contagion ,  and  the  Methods 
to  he  ufed  to  prevent  it.  In  that  Treatife,  the 
Doftor  delivered  it  as  his  Opinion,  That  the 
Plague  is  no  Native  of  our  Country,  but  is 
generated  only  in  the  South  and  South-ealt 
Parts  of  the  World  :  That  when  it  appears 
among!!  us,  it  happens  by  the  Matter  of  Con¬ 
tagion,  being  imported  hither  in  Goods  from 
thole  Places  where  it  is  generated ,  and  meet¬ 
ing  in  thcfe  Parts  with  a  Suitable  Difpofition 
of  the  Air,  it  Spreads,  and  is  rendred  capable 
of  infefting  both  Such  Goods  and  Perfons  as 
fall  in  its  way.  The  Methods  and  Cautions 
the  Dodtor  gives  to  prevent  Contagion,  are 
agreeable  to  this  Opinion. 
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But  fince  that  Time,  feveral  Treatifes  have 
come  abroad,  whofe  Authors  have  thought  fit 
to  oppofe  thefe  Notions  of  Dr.  Mead  with 
great  Zeal.  This  Subject  is  of  fo  much  Con¬ 
cern  to  every  body,  that  molt  People  read  all 
that  is  written  about  it  *  and  feem  to  be  very 
defirous  of  getting  what  Light  they  can,  in 
an  Affair  that  occafions  them  fo  much  Uneafi- 
nefs.  The  Opinion  maintained  againft  Dodtor 
Mead's  Notions,  appears  to  be  the  moft  agree¬ 
able  to  their  Willies  5  but  then,  on  the  other 
hand,  almoft  the  whole  World  have  for  a  long 
Time  thought  other  wife  ,  and  a  Miftake  in 
this  Particular  may  be  attended  with  the  moft 
fatal  Confequences.  The  Generality  of  Read¬ 
ers,  I  have  obferved ,  in  this  Point  feem  to 
have  no  fettled  Opinion  >  but  are  apt,  in  fome 
meafure,  to  incline  to  the  Sentiments  of  the 
laft  Author  they  have  perufed.  This  Waver¬ 
ing  in  Judgment  arifes  chiefly  from  a  Negli¬ 
gence  in  confidering  what  is  offer’d  on  either 
fidej  as  few  carry  in  their  Minds  the  Sub- 
fiance  of  all  they  formerly  read,  or  take  the 
Pains  to  compare  one  Treatife  with  another* j 
if  they  did,  they  would  readily  perceive  both 
the  Weaknefs  of  many  Arguments  they  for  a 
while  look’d  upon  as  unanfwerable,  and  how 
it  is  frequent  with  the  Writers  themfelves,  to 
mifreprefent  the  Expreflions  of  thofe  they 
write  againft.  I  therefore  thought,  it  might 
be  no  ufelefs  Labour  to  publifli  fame  Remarks, 
both  on  what  Dr  .Mead  and  on  what  fome  of  his 
Oppofers  have  already  prefented  the  W orld  with 
in  relation  to  Contagion }  hoping,  that  there¬ 
by  every  common  Reader  would,  in  fome  de¬ 
gree,  be  affifted  in  difcovering,  on  what  fide  of 
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the  Queftion  there  is  the  greateft  Appearance 
of  Truth. 

The  Pamphlets  written  againft  Dr.  Mead 
are  too  numerous  to  be  all  taken  Notice  of; 
and  indeed  I  fhall  here  make  ufe  of  two  only, 
which  are  the  laft  I  have  read  on  this  Sub- 
jeft  ;  as  being  fufficient,  I  believe,  for  the 
Purpofe  I  at  prefent  aim  at.  The  firft  does 
not  acquaint  us  with  its  Author’s  Name;  the 
Title  of  it  is',  Dr.  MeadV  fh  or  t  Difcourfe  ex¬ 
plained^  or ,  his  Account  of  Peftilential  Contagion , 
and  Preventings  exploded.  The  other  Pamph¬ 
let  is,  A  Difcourfe  of  the  Plague ,  wherein  Dr. 
Meadh  Notions  are  confide fd  and  refuted ,  by 
George  Pye,  M.D. 

In  profecuting  the  Defign  I  have  undertak¬ 
en,  I  fhall  obferve  the  following  Method  : 
Firft  I  fhall  feparately  and  diftindtly  produce 
fuch  Pafiages  out  of  thefe  two  laft  mention’d 
Authors,  as  I  think  fit  to  be  confidered  ;  and 
then  immediately  fubjoin  a  Remark^  which  will 
often  contain  in  it  thofePlaces  in  DwMead's  Dif¬ 
courfe,  which  the  foregoing  Pafiages  were  in¬ 
tended  by  their  Authors  to  invalidate.  I  fhall,  for 
the  moft  part,  cite  the  very  W ords  of  thefe  three 
Writers;  but  if  at  any  time,  for  Brevity’s 
fake,  I  fhall  give  their  Opinions  in  other  Ex- 
preftions,  which  I  have  very  feldom  done;  I 
hope,  upon  comparing  them  with  the  Pafla- 
ges  referred  to  in  the  Authors  themfelvcs,  the 
Reader  will  find  I  have  not  wilfully  at  leaft 
mifreprefented  their  Senfe.  I  am  fenfible,  I 
have  omitted  feveral  Particulars  that  might 
have  been  remarked  ;  but  as  I  was  afraid  of 
being  too  tedious,  fo  I  am  perfuaded,  that  fuch 
as  I  have  obferved  will  be  judged  fufficient. 

SECTION 


SECTION  I. 

I  Shall  begin  with  the  Gentleman  that  takes 
upon  him  to  be  Dr.  Mead's  Explainer ,  as 
his  Performance  was  publifhed  before  Doctor 
Pye's. 

Explainer ,  in  the  Preface.  4  The  following 
4  Remarks  I  defigned  only  as  a  Proteft  againlt 
4  the  Defeats  of  his  (viz.  Dr.  Mead's )  Method 
4  of  Writing,  ifc.  That  contemporary  Phyfi- 
4  cians  abroad,  and  they  who  are  to  fucceed 
4  us  in  After- ages,  may  not  take  Meafures  of 
4  our  Knowledge  in  Phyfick  in  this  Ifland,  and 
4  in  this  Period  of  Time,  from  the  mean  Per- 
4  formances  of  an  Author,  who  writ  by  Pub- 
4  lick  Authority. 

Remark.  I  fet  down  this  Pafiage,  to  fhew 
the  Vanity  and  Conceitednefs  of  this  Writer. 
What  Opinion  he  ought  to  have  of  his  Per¬ 
formance,  will  appear  by  and  by. 

Explainer ,  in  the  Preface.  4  Many  of  the 
4  Faculty  became  eafily  appriz’d  of  the  Errors 
4  and  unfair  Quotations,  that  were  candidly 
4  mark’d  out  to  them^  (viz.  in  Dr.  Mead's 
Difcourfe.) 

Remark.  Thefe  many  of  the  Faculty  ought 
to  have  been  named,  or  elfe  we  may  certainly 
conclude  they  were  none  of  Note  \  nor  indeed 
has  this  Author  been  able  to  produce  any  Er¬ 
rors,  or  unfair  Quotations,  out  of  the  Do&or’s 
Treat  ife. 
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Explainer ,  ibid.  c  The  Doctor  himfelf  was 
4  brought  to  confefs  many  Particulars,  and 
c  flood  convidted  ;  for  he  had  it  reported, 
$  that  he  only  deflgned  his  Difcourfe  for  a 
c  Politick  Account  off  the  Plague,  and  how  it 
4  may  be  ilaved  off*  by  Force  of  Arms. 

Remark .  The  former  Part  of  this  Sentence 
ought  to  have  been  proved :  For  if  the  latter 
Part  means  only,  that  Dr.  Mead  deflgned  his 
Difcourfe  chiefly  to  inform  the  Government* 
what  Methods  were  moil  proper  to  keep  the 
Plague  out  of  our  Country*  it  is  a  Refleftion 
every  one  mufl:  make,  who  reads  the  Doftor’s 
Book  *  if  it  means  any  more,  as  would  feem 
by  the  Words  made  ufe  of  by  this  Explainer^  it 
is  doubtlefs  a  great  Falfhood. 

Explainer ,  ibid.  c  Surely  never  Man  plead* 
c  ed  Want  of  Time  with  a  worfeGrace*  for 
4  the  W ork  was  near  three  Months  upon  his 
4  Hands. 

Remark .  A  rafh  Aflertion,  without  any 
Proof  at  all :  However,  the  Dodlor  might 
have  but  few  Intervals  of  Leifure  to  compofe 
his  Book  in,  during  the  Time  it  lay  upon  his 
Hands. 

Explainer ,  ibid.  s  The  Faults  are  not  the 
*  Defedls  of  Hurry,  but  oftner  of  being  at 
6  too  great  Leifure. 

Remark.  This  I  do  not  well  under  Hand : 
Were  there  any  miftaken  Quotations,  they 
are  a  very  natural  Effeffc  of  Hurry. 

Explainer ,  ibid.  c  Was  it  not  as  eafy  for 
1  the  Doftor  to  report,  from  Dr.  Hodges ,  that 
4  the  Summer  i66f  was  cool  and  moderate ,  as 
4  that  it  was  hot  and  fultry  ? 
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Remark .  Where  does  Dr.  Mead  charge 
Dr.  Hodges  with  faying,  that  Summer  was  hot 
and  fultry  ? 

Explainer*)  ibid.  c  Why  fhould  he,  (Dodto.r 
Mead)  c  mifreport  the  third  Line  of  Hodges's 
c  Book  y  and  tell  us,  that  the  Plague  began  in 
*  Auguft  1(564,  and  not  in  the  laft  of  Decern? 
c  her  that  Year? 

Remark.  Had  Dr.  Mead  faid  this,  it  would 
have  been  no  Mifreprefentation  of  Hodge j,  un- 
ids  he  had  quoted  him  for  it:  Yet  Dr. Mead 
no  where  fays  this,  but  that  it  began  in  Au¬ 
tumn  1(564  (p.  29.)  and  there  are  fome  now  in 
being,  and  were  then  alive,  who  affirm  it  ap¬ 
peared  in  September  that  Year.  This  there¬ 
fore  is  a  manifeft  Calumny,  in  charging  Dr. 
Mead  with  f aborning  Vouchers.  Befides,  it 
appears  from  the  Bills  of  Mortality  for  the 
Year  i66f,  that  Dr  .Hodges  was  miftaken  $ 
for  thofe  Bills  begun  from  the  20th  of  Decem¬ 
ber  1 664,  and  the  yearly  Bill  fhews  fix  to  have 
died  of  the  Plague  before  the  Time  included 
within  that  Bill  :  Considering  therefore  the 
flow  Progrefs  the  Plague  in  the  Beginning 
made,  it  is  not  unlikely  that  it  might  firft 
appear  in  September. 

Explainer ,  ibid.  c  He  (Dr.  Mead)  mighf3 
c  indeed,  have  neglebled  Contagion^  but  he  could 
€  not  fairly  drop  it. 

Remark.  He  has  not  dropt  it,  but  very  fob 
ly  fhewn  the  Laws  to  which  it  is  fubjedh 
Had  Dr.  Mead  neglefted  it,  he  had  negledted 
the  principal  Ground  upon  which  all  Cautions 
to  keep  out  the  Plague  are  founded. 
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We  have  now  done  with  the  Explainer* s 
Preface,  in  the  lafi:  Paragraph  of  which  he 
apologizes  for  the  Heat  whereby  he  was  a£lu- 
ated  during  his  Writing,  at  the  fame  time  he 
feems  to  be  very  much  under  the  Influence 
of  it :  for  he  concludes  his  Preface  with  pure 
Nonfenfe.  We  fhall  now  proceed  to  examine 
his  Book. 

Explainer ,  p.  i,z.  4  He  (Dr.  Mead)  tells  his 
4  Patron  that  he  rather  chufes  to  put  down 
4  the  principal  Heads  of  Caution ,  than  a  Set  of 
4  Directions  in  Form.  What  this  Head  may 
4  be,  that  affords  us  no  Directions ,  is  hard  to 
4  guefs. 

Remark.  Can  this  Head  afford  us  no  Direc¬ 
tions,  becaufe  thole  Diredlions  are  not  put 
down  in  Form? 

Explainer ,  p.  z.  4  We  are  promifed  eifedtual 
4  Methods  of  fuppr effing  Infection  here. 

Remark .  This  is  falfe  $  we  are  only  pro¬ 
mifed  proper  Methods  >  it  is  no  where  in  Dr. 
Mead's  Difcourfe  affirmed,  they  will  certain¬ 
ly  be  effeftual :  If  they  are  the  befl  that  can 
be  ufed,  as  I  am  confident  they  are,  it  is  fuf- 
ficient. 

Explainer ,  p.  z,  3,  4  We  find  he  (Dr.  Mead) 
4  thinks  it  necefjdry  to  premife  fomezvhat  in  ge- 
4  neral  concerning  Contagion ,  and  the  Manner 
4  by  which  it  aCts.  But  this  is  not  enough 
4  unlefs  he  does  it  fo  as  was  never  done  here 
4  formerly,  nor  by  Phyficians  Abroad. 

Remark.  This  Dr.  Mead  no  where  pro- 
mifes  ->  but  yet  it  is  very  true,  for  thefe  Points 
were  never  well  explained  before. 
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Explainer ,  p.  3.  4  Nothing  follows  (viz.  in 
Dr.  Mead's  Book)  4  either  concerning  Conta- 
4  gion,  or  the  Manner  of  its  afting. 

Remark.  This  is  a  grofs  Falfity.  Is  not 
the  firfb  Part  of  Dr.  Mead's  Difcourfe  chiefly 
about  the  Caufes  that  fpread  the  Plague,  and 
confequently  of  the  Contagion  which  accom¬ 
panies  it?  And  is  it  not  ftiewn,  in  Pages  if, 
i<5,  how  the  contagious  Atoms  feize  a  found 
Perfon  that  is,  the  Manner  by  which  Conta¬ 
gion  a£ts?  Dr.  Mead  has  not  indeed  gone  a- 
bout  to  prove  in  Form  the  Exigence  of  Con¬ 
tagion,  that  being  needlefs. 

Explainer ,  p.  3.  4  The  mo  ft  antient  and 
4  beft  Phyficians  knew  nothing  of  Contagion , 
4  and  far  lefs  of  Peftilential  Contagion >  Words 
4  only  brought  in  by  Phyficians  in  later  Times, 
4  and  of  Ignorance. 

Remark.  The  Ufe  of  the  Word  Contagion , 
or  Infection ,  which  fignifies  the  fame  Thing, 
is  no  Mark  of  Ignorance,  but  neceflary  to  ex- 
prefs  a  real  Thing.  I  fuppofe,  it  will  not  be 
doubted,  that  the  Small  Pox  is  contagious, 
and  much  lefs  that  the  Lues  Venerea  is  fo  $  tho’ 
both  thefe  Diftempers  were  unknown  to  the 
moft  antient  Phyficians.  The  Words  are  ufe- 
ful,  and  likewife  rightly  apply’d  (in  the  Opi¬ 
nion  of  moft  Men)  to  the  Plague. 

Explainer )  p.  4. 4  What  a  propagating  Caufe 
4  may  be,  ftiall  be  left  to  thofe  that  deal  in 
4  Metaphyficks  to  determine ;  it  matters  not 
4  what  it  appears  to  be,  while  the  begetting 
4  Caufe  is  unknown. 

Remark.  Is  it  improper  to  fay,  the  Plague 
is  fpread,  that  is,  propagated,  by  certain  Cau¬ 
fes  3  or  is  i%  fpread  by  no  Caufe  ?  And  are 
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not  the  Caufes  of  its  being  fpread  from  the 
Southern  Parts  where  it  is  bred,  of  more  Con- 
fequence  to  us  to  know,  in  order  for  keeping 
it  off,  than  the  Caufes  which  breed,  or,  if 
you  will,  which  beget  it  there  ? 

Explainer ,  p.  f.  6  Here  he  mifreprefents 
c  his  Authors  y  for  Hippocrates  is  thought  by 
c  many  Writers  not  to  treat  of  the  Plague,  in 
€  his  third  Book  of  Epidemicks. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  thinks  thefe  Writers 
miftaken,  and  agrees  with  thofe  who  are  of  a 
contrary  Opinion  \  and  is  there  no  Difference 
between  mifreprefenting  an  Author,  and  dif¬ 
fering  from  him  in  Opinion?  Galen  fays  of 
this  Place  of  Hippocrates ,  Kciv£  yd%  tiv©j  sOvso-r 
■hroWcTs  fyjoufylz  Xjw/xs  tUjj  tPmjynjtv  co  tcoc^s 
wotetrou*  5  that  is,  That  Hippocrates  in  this 
Place,  gives  the  Hifrory  of  a  certain  Plague 
which  fpread  over  many  Countries. 

Explainer ,  p.6.  c  It  is  manifefb  from  Hip- 
5  poor  at  es ,  that  this,  and  many  other  Altera- 
4  tions  of  the  Air,  do  not  make  it  contagious. 

Remark.  x  Dr.  Mead  does  not  think  they 
sdo  5  for  he  fays,  p.  14.  u  That  Infection  is  not 
a  received  from  the  Air  it  felf,  however  pre- 
u  difpofed,  without  the  Concurrence  of  fome- 

thing  emitted  from  infected  Perfons.” 

Explainer ,  p.  6.  c  His  chief  Article  about 
1  Carcaffes  is  abfolutely  falfe,  as  may  be  prov- 
*  ed  by  one  of  the  bed:  Phyficians  in  any 

Remark.  Should  not  this  Phyfician  have 
been  named,  and  the  Proof  made  out  from 
him  ?  For  I  am  fo  far  from  thinking  this 

*  Galen,  in  ter  hum  Epidem.  comment,  tert\> 

4-  Article 
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Article,  upon  this  Affertion  oilly,  to  be  falfe, 
that  I  believe  it,  as  Dr.  Mead  calls  it,  the 
chief. 

Explainer ^  p .6,  7.  4  But  what  is  all  this  to 
4  Contagion  breeding  the  Plague  ? 

Remark .  Nothing  at  all  3  for  Dr.  Mead  does 
not  fay,  that  Contagion  breeds  the  Plague, 
but  only  that  it  fpreads  it.  But  this  is  very 
much  to  the  Original  of  the  Plague,  of  which 
he  has  given  fome  Hints,  as  being  of  Ufe  in 
the  main  Defign. 

Explainer ,  p.7.  4  It  is  needlefs  to  enter  up- 
4  on  this  Hint  of  a  new  Hypothefes 3  for  if  his 
4  Machine  of  Contagion,  or  Infedtion,  be 
4  good,  thefe  (viz.  Stagnation  in  the  Air ,  fol¬ 
lowed  by  Corruption  and  Putrefaction)  4  are  un° 

4  neceflary. 

Remark.  Not  fo  3  for  Contagion  is  not  the 
firfb  Original  of  the  Plague,  but  the  Caufe  of 
its  fpreading  farther  than  the  Caufe  which 
gave  Rife  to  it  extends. 

Explainer ,  p.  7.  4  Is  a  Concurrence  of  all 
4  the  fuppofed  Caufes  neceifary  to  make  a 
4  Plague?  Then  there  never  was  a  Plague  in 
4  the  World. 

Remark .  This  Dr.  Mead  does  not  fay  3  but 
only  that  more  than  one  of  them  is  neceflary : 
For  no  more  than  that  do  his  W ords  fignify, 
Eh  at  a  Concurrence  of  Caufes  produces  Difeafes 
of  this  Kind.  Short  Difcourfe,  p.  4. 

Explainer ,  p.  8.  4  Hard  and  continued  fro(- 
4  ty  Weather  produces  the  Peftilence,  moft 
4  commonly,  in  our  Northern  Climates. 

Remark.  This  is  utterly  falfe  3  for  the 
blague  is  never  produced  here  without  im¬ 
ported  Contagion  3  and  befides,  cold  Weather 

is 
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is  known  to  reftft  it  very  much.  Did  not  the 
Plague  ftop  very  much  laft  Winter  in  France  y 
fo  that  at  Marseilles  they  thought  themfelves 
well  nigh  clear  of  it  ?  and  did  not  it  break 
out  again  when  the  Weather  grew  hot?  The 
Contagion  which  brought  the  Plague  among 
us  laft  time  was  brought  at  the  latter  End  of 
the  Year  1664  y  but  did  it  not  lie  quiet  without 
deftroying  above  half  a  Score  Ferions  all  the 
cold  Weather,  till  the  Summer  Heat  put  it  in 
Aftion  ?  and  did  not  the  next  Winter  wholly 
fupprete  it? 

Explainer ,  p.  p.  c  If  we  confult  the  Paris 
6  Article  in  the  London  Gazette  for  July  z  1 ft, 
6  172,1  there  it  is  fa  id,  that  the  Court  has  re- 
c  ceived  a  Letter  from  the  Marauifs  de  Pons, 
c  who  commands  ^/Toulon,  with  Advice,  that 
6  the  hot  Weather  had  much  diminifhed  the 
c  Plague  in  that  City. 

Remark.  All  that  follows  from  hence  is,  that 
the  Mar  quite  de  Pons  was  miftaken  as  to  the 
Caufe  which  made  the  Plague  abate  at  Foulon : 
For  the  Accounts  of  all  Plagues  fhew,  that 
ufually  they  occafion  the  greateft  Mortality  in 
the  hotteft  Seafon*  which  was  manifeftly  the 
Cafe  of  our  laft  Plague. 

Explainer ,  p.  10.  4  Putrefaction  does  not  al- 
c  ways  precede  Fermentation . 

Remark.  Here  Dr.  Mead  is  cenfur’d,  for  fay¬ 
ing  Putrefa£tion  is  a  Kind  of  Fermentation  : 
But  is  it  any  Confequence,  becaufe  Putrefac¬ 
tion  goes  not  before  all  kinds  of  Fermenta¬ 
tion,  therefore  it  is  not  one  kind  of  it  ? 

All  the  Jefts  which  follow,  upon  Fermen¬ 
tation,  are  very  ridiculous  >  for  Fermentation 
is  certainly  one  great  Principle,  by  which 
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many  of  the  Operations  of  Nature  are  per¬ 
formed. 

Explainer ,  p.  n,  iz.  c  He  (Doftor Mead) 
Q  could  fhew  us,  How  the  Alterations  made 
c  in  the  Blood  will  favour  Pejlilential  Dtp* 
i  eafes ,  by  rendring  the  Body  obnoxious  to 
c  'them.  Why,  this  is  the  Favour  we  have 
6  waited  for  in  eleven  tedious  Pages. 

Remark.  No  fuch  Matter  3  for  this  has  no 
where  been  promifed.  It  was  promifed  to 
fhew  how  Contagion  a&s*  which  is  ffiewn : 
But  the  Dodtor  no  where  undertook  to  fhew 
in  what  Manner  the  Air  favours  its  Aftion. 
It  was  neceffary,  in  order  to  clear  up  fome 
Difficulties  relating  to  Contagion,  to  fhew 
that  the  Concurrence  of  the  Air  was  necef¬ 
fary  to  it  3  but  the  fhewing  what  thofe 
Operations  upon  the  Body  by  the  Air  was, 
which  were  required  hereto,  he  might  have 
explained,  or  omitted,  as  he  thought  molt 
proper. 

Explainer ,  p.  iz.  c  What  Account  can  he 
c  give  to  Phyficians,  for  thus  defpifing  the 
c  received  Opinion  of  Hippocrates ,  and  of 
6  all  their  learned  and  experienced  Predecef- 
6  fors,  who  unanimoufly  declare,  that  the 
i  Plague  differs  nothing  from  a  Fever  3  or 
c  elfe,  that  a  Fever  attends  every  Plague  of 
6  Pellilence. 

Remark.  Does  Do&or  Mead  fay,  that  the 
Peftilence  is  ever  without  a  Fever?  Yet,  as 
abfurd  as  it  may  appear  to  have  faid  that^ 
this  Writer  is  miffiaken  in  thinking  our  Pre- 
deceffors  in  Phyfick  unanimous  in  the  con¬ 
trary  Opinion  3  for  fome  have  afferted  the 
Plague  to  have  been  fometimes  without  a  Fe¬ 
ver, 
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ver.  Sept  alius  gives  the  Names  of  many 
holding  that  Opinion,  as  Savonarola ,  Jacobus 
de  Partibus ,  Alexandrinus  Benedict  us ,  Clemen- 
tius  Clementinas,  Sufius ,  Diomedes  Amicus , 
Parey ,  Petrus  S alius,  Majfarias,  yid.  Sept . 
dk  Pefte,  Lib.  I.  Cap.  IV.  To  thefe  may 
be  added  Riverius  in  Pnz#.  Lib.  XVII. 
Seft.III.  Cap.  I.  Quercet anus  de  Pefte  Cap.  II. 
as  alfo  Diemerbroek  de  Peft.  Cap.  V. 

I  think  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
a  Plague’s  differing  nothing  from  a  Fever, 
and  a  Fever’s  accompanying  it  >  the  firft  feem- 
ing  to  imply,  that  there  are  no  fpecifick 
Marks  which  diflinguifh  the  Plague  from 
other  Fevers  5  which  is  falfe,  and  well  nigh 
contrary  to  what  this  Author  lays  himfelr 
afterwards. 

Explainer,  p.  14.  c  This  Expreffion,  (viz. 
Glands  of  the  Skin)  6  does  not  give  us  any 
6  favourable  Opinion  of  Dr.  Mead' s  Skill  in 
£  Anatomy. 

Remark.  Why  not?  are  there  no  Glands 
of  the  Skin  ?  Do  not  the  Anatomifts  call  all 
Parts,  framed  to  feparate  fometliing  from  the 
Blood,  by  the  Name  of  Glands?  and  is  not 
perfpirable  Matter  conftandy  feparated  thro’ 
the  Skin  ? 

Explainer,  ibid.  c  Why  upon  the  Glands  of 
c  the  Mouth  ?  Surely  this  Suppofition  is  not 
£  of  anyUfe  in  this  Place. 

Remark.  This  is  of  great  Ufe  }  for  the 
noxious  Particles  being  difcharged  into  the 
Mouth,  the  Air,  every  time  the  Sick  expi¬ 
rates,  will  be  tainted  with  them.’5 

J Explainer,  p.  if.  c  I  cannot  tell  how  well 
c  he  manages  in  the  remaining  Part  of  the 

£  Paragraph  > 
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Paragraph  >  and  therefore  I  will  only  fet  it  in 

View. 

Remark.  I  fuppofe  the  Meaning  of  this  is, 
that  this  Author  had  nothing  to  fay  again  ft  it. 

Explainer ,  p.  i  <5,  17.  6  There  was  old  At- 
c  tr  action^  Son  of  Ariflotle-,  and  there  is  young 
4  Attraction  the  great  Geometrician  *,  and  a 
4  Counterfeit  of  this,  in  the  Works  of  the 
4  celebrated  Dr.  Anodyne  Necklace  3  which  laft 
4  is  as  like  Attraction  before  us,  as  the  two 
4  DoCtors  are  like  one  another. 

Remark.  That  is,  not  at  all.  Muft  a  great 
Principle  of  natural  Operations,  fupported  up¬ 
on  undeniable  Evidence,  and  the  Difcovery 
of  the  greateft  Geometer  that  ever  was  (I 
had  almoft  faid,  the  only  true  Philofopher)  be 
exploded,  and  the  Name  of  it  baniftied  all 
good  Writings,  becaufe  an  ignorant  Quack 
has  talked  of  it  without  Meaning? 

Explainer  ^  p.  18.  4  Here  is  a  Devil  rais’d 
4  indeed,  that  threatens  to  throw  down  this 
4  Paper  Building  *  nor  will  he  be  quieted,  un- 
4  lefs  Dr.  Mead  will  contradict  himfelf,  and 
4  renounce  his  Defence  of  the  Purenefs  and 
4  Uncorruptednefs  of  Air. 

Remark.  Has  Dr.  Mead  ufed  one  Word  to 
prove  the  Air  uncorrupted  in  the  Time  of  the 
Plague  ?  has  he  not  aflerted,  that  the  Cor- 
ruption  of  the  Air  is  one  Step  towards  Con* 
tagion?  ThePaftage  here  alluded  to,  is  this  5 
44  A  corrupted  State  of  Air  is ,  without  doubt , 
44  necejfary  to  give  thofe  contagious  Atoms  their 
44  full  Force  f  p.  1 3.  It  is  very  hard  to  ftiew 
what  Contradiction  there  is  in  this.  The 
DoCtor’s  Defign  was  to  prove,  that  the  Dil- 
temper  is  brought  into,  and  fpread  in  thefe 

C  Countries^ 
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Countries,  by  Contagion  only*  but  yet,  that 
the  Matter  of  Contagion  may  fometimes  be 
brought  here  without  very  ill  Effects  5  and 
that  it  exerts  its  full  Force  only,  when  the 
Air  is  particularly  difpofed  to  affift  and  add 
Strength  to  it.  The  laft  of  thefe  is  evidently 
proved  by  the  Paragraph  here  mentioned,  and 
the  former  by  the  Paragraph  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing. 

Explainer ,  p.  21.  4  It  is  aflerted  by  thofe 
4  who  oppofe  this  Contagion ,  that  a  Plague  is 
4  fometimes  bred  without  it ,  otherwife  it 

4  would  be  perpetual - Contagion  may  pro- 

4  pagate ,  but  not  begin  a  Plague. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  fays,  the  Plague  is  ori¬ 
ginally  bred  in  the  Southern  Parts  of  the 
World  by  Putrefadtion  and  the  ill  Qualities 
of  the  Air,  and  not  in  thefe  Countries ;  but 
is  fpread  into  thefe  Countries  by  Contagion. 

Explainer ,  p.  22.  4  If  a  Man  does  not  fwal- 
4  low  his  Spittle,  there  would  be  no  Danger 
c  from  the  Peflilence, 

Remark.  Not  fo  much  5  which  gives  Oc- 
cafion  to  a  piece  of  Advice  in  Pag.  zzd  of  Dr. 
Mead's  Difcourfe.  But  this  would  not  be 
fufficient  -9  becaufe  Dr.  Mead  obferves  the 
Blood  will  likewife  receive  Xnfedtion  in  the 
Lungs,  Pag.  16th.  whence  he  adds  to  the 
foregoing  Caution  another,  viz.  to  hold  the 
Breath  when  near  the  Sick. 

Explainer ,  p.  24.  4  I  aver,  that  it  may  be 
4  demonftrated  from  the  Nature  of  the  Plague, 
4  that  it  never,  or  very  rarely,  is  communica- 
4  ted  from  one  Perfon  to  another. 

Remark.  This  is  a  grofs  Abfurdity*  for, 
were  it  Fact,  it  were  impojjible  to  demon- 
1  ftrate 
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ftrate  it  from  any  thing  yet  known  to  Man¬ 
kind,  of  the  Nature  of  the  Difeafe. 

Explainer ,  p.  24,  2f .  4  At  prefent,  we  will 
4  content  our  felves  to  evince  this  Truth  by  a 
4  Demonftration  from  Obfervation,  and  I  will 
4  borrow  it  from  Mr.  Graunt :  In  his  Obfer- 
4  vations  on  the  Plague  in  163  6,  he  fays,  it  lalt- 
4  ed  nYearsj  in  8  whereof  there  died  1000 per 
4  Annum ,  and  never  under  800  *  the  which 
4  fhews,  "That  the  Contagion  of  the  Plague  de- 
4  pends  more  upon  the  D I S  P  O  S  IT  10  N  of 
4  the  A I R,  than  upon  the  EFFL  U  VIA  from 
4  the  Bodies  of  Men. 

Remark.  What  is  produced  from  Graunt 
only  fhews  the  Concurrence  of  fome  ill  Qua¬ 
lity  neceflary,  according  to  Dr  .Mead's  Opi¬ 
nion. 

Explainer ,  p.  27.  4  What  Account  can  be 
4  given  to  Merchants,  for  their  Goods  ferving 
4  Quarantame  ?  &c. 

Remark.  In  all  that  is  here  faid  concerning 
Goods  performing  Quarantane,  Dr.  Mead  is 
treated,  as  if  he  advifed  a  new  Pra&ice  upon 
an  Opinion  peculiar  to  himfelf ;  whereas  it  is 
the  general  and  current  Opinion  of  the  World, 
as  appears  by  the  Cuftom  of  performing  Qua- 
rantanes  in  moll  Places :  And  therefore,  with¬ 
out  any  additional  Reafons,  the  Pra&ice  ought 
feo  be  continued,  till  it  can  fbe  proved  very  un¬ 
deniably,  that  this  is  a  Miftake^  feeing  the 
Confequences  of  negledling  it,  if  it  fhould 
prove  true,  may  be  very  fatal. 

Explainer  1  p.  29.  4  Another  new  Conceit 
4  the  Dodlor  would  entertain  us  with,  that 
4  the  Matter  of  the  Plague  is  an  Animal  Juice : 

?  But  pray,  goodDoftor,  of  what  Animal  ? 

C  2  Remark . 
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Remark.  Is  not  Man  an  Animal  ?  and  are 
not  the  infe&ious  Effluvia,  fuppofed  by  Dr. 
Mead  to  be  emitted  from  Men  fick  of  the 
Plague  ? 

Explainer ,  ibid.  4  Is  Mufik  commonly  kept 
4  in  Furs  or  Cotton? 

Remark.  Will  it  not  be  kept  in  Furs  ? 

Explainer ,  p.29,  30.  4  Of  all  the  mention- 
4  ed  Plague-Keepers,  three  of  them  are  ani- 
4  mal  Subftances,  and  but  two  of  them  of  the 
4  Vegetable  Kind.  Mighty  fine!  and  well 
4  ordered :  But  if  we  turn  to  another  Page  of 
4  this  Book  {Pag.  24.)  we  may  find  this  ufeful 
4  Obfervation  contradi&ed. 

Remark.  Here  is  no  Contradi&ion  5  for,  in 
the  firft  Place,  the  fimple  Materials  only  are 
mentioned  but  in  the  laft,  fome  of  the 
Things  made  from  them  are  like  wife  fet 
down.  And  in  the  firft  place,  not  three  on¬ 
ly,  as  this  Author  fays,  but  five  are  of  the 
Animal  Kind,  and  but  two  V egetables  -y  for 
they  are  Furs,  Feathers,  Silk,  Hair,  Wool, 
Cotton,  Flax :  Had  Skins  been  here  mention¬ 
ed,  as  they  might  have  been,  Furs  might  have 
been  efteemed  as  no  diftindf  Species,  but  made 
up  of  Skins  and  Hair  >  and  thus  would  the 
Number  ftill  have  remained  five  -y  and  the 
Number  remains  the  fame  in  the  latter  place, 
the  Vegetable  Kind,  by  excluding  Paper, 
Books  and  Linen,  which  are  compounded  of 
Flax  or  Hemp,  are  three,  the  Number  en- 
creafed  by  the  Addition  of  Hemp,  which  .is 
much  of  the  fame  Kind  with  Flax. 

Explainer ,  p.  33,  34.  4  The  Peftilence  has 
4  never  taken  a  Journey  hither,  in  all  appear- 
6  ance,  thefe  fifty  five  Years  paft:  In  all  that 
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4  Time  Turkey  Goods,  (viz.  fuch  Goods  as 
4  come  from  Places  where  Plagues  frequently 
4  happen)  have  not  ferv’d  a  Quarantaine  $  a 
4  certain  Proof  that  Goods  very  feldom,  or 
4  ever,  bring  a  Plague  into  a  Country  j  and 
4  oftner  find  it  there,  than  propagate  it. 

Remark.  Here  is  proved  no  fuch  Thing: 
It  is  not  fo  much  as  abfolutely  proved,  that 
infeCbed  Goods  can  ever  be  brought  into  a 
Country  without  infe&ing  it  j  for  Goods 
packed  up  in  a  Town  or  Port  where  the 
Plague  is,  may  not  always  receive  the  Infec¬ 
tion.  But  upon  Dr.  Mead's  Principles,  inferr¬ 
ed  Goods  may  fometimes  be  brought  without 
Hurt,  when  the  Air  is  in  a  right  State  *  and 
that  the  Plague  is  caufed  only  when  the  In¬ 
fection  from  Goods  and  an  ill  State  of  Air 
meet  together. 

Explainer ,  p.  3f,  3 6 .  4  Dr.  Hodges  fays,  in 
4  the  Winter  i<5<Sf,  when  the  People  return- 
4  ed  to  London ,  they  readily  took  Pofieflion 
4  of  fuch  Houfes  wherein  Perfons  had  died  of 
4  the  Plague,  &c.  without  any  ill  Confequen- 
4  ces:  Which  overturns  Dr.  Mead's  Notions. 

Remark.  What  'Dr.  Hodges  (ays,  only  proves 
the  Air  to  have  received  fuch  a  healthy  State, 
as  difiipated  and  fupprefled  the  Malignity. 

Explainer ,  p.  37.  4  So  that  it  was  incum- 
4  bent  on  Dr,  Mead  to  have  fhewn  the  Dif- 
4  pofition  that  may  be  in  every  Man  to  re- 
4  ceive  and  entertain  the  Plague. 

Remark.  This  was  not  incumbent  upon  Dr. 
Mead  -y  his  Bufinefs  was  to  explain  the  Caufes 
which  expofe  a  Country  to  the  Plague,  by 
which  the  Government  might  take  Methods 
to  keep  it  out :  Of  the  particular  Advantage 
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fome  have  above  others,  of  not  being  fo  eafr 
ly  infected,  he  had  nothing  to  do. 

Explainer ,  p.  39.  6  What  could  Dr.  Mead 

*  mean  by  fo  grofs  an  Overfight,  in  an  Arti- 
c  cle  too  fo  material  for  preventing  Peftilential 
c  Contagion? 

Remark.  This  is  not  material  to  be  confi- 
der’d,  when  we  are  deliberating  about  Ways 
to  keep  off  the  Plague :  For  what  has  a  Difpo^ 
fition  of  fome  Perfons  to  refill  it  more  than 
others  to  do  herein  \  efpecially  feeing  we 
cannot  know,  by  any  Signs,  who  enjoys  this 
Difpofition,  and  who  not  ? 

Explainer ,  p.  41.  c  What  real  Security  does 
£  he  acquire,  when  his  Reafon  is  convinc’d, 
c  that  the  Plague  of  Peftilence  is  not  begot 
c  by  any  Contagion^  properly  fpeaking?  That 
c  this  Plague  is  not  propagated  from  the  Body 
€  of  zfick  Perfon  into  the  Body  of  a  found. 

Remark.  This  Confidence,  if  it  be  ill 
grounded,  may  chance  to  coll  any  one  dear. 

Explainer ,  p.  44.  c  The  Doctor  ought  to 

*  take  greater  Care  of  his  Memory  *  for,  at 
c  two  Pages  off,  he  affures  us,  'that  our  Air 
c  is  not  difpofed  to  receive  fuch  (contagious)  Im- 
(  prejfons. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  only  fays,  that  there 
are  Inftances  of  the  Plague’s  having  been  a- 
bated,  and  proceeded  with  lefs  violent  Sym¬ 
ptoms,  by  the  mild  Temperament  of  our  Cli¬ 
mate,  our  Air  not  being  difpofed  to  receive 
(contagious)  Impreffions :  Tha*t  is,  our  Air  is 
of  a  Temper  which  makes  it  not  fall  into  this 
evil  Conllitution  often  to  a  great  Degree  j 
but  when  it  does  receive  this  Difpofition,  to 
receive  it  fometimes  only  in  Part. 

Explainer 
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Explainer ^  p.  4f.  c  Is  any  Plague  in  a  Court- 
c  try  without  Confequence? 

Remark .  Without  great  Confequence,  it 
Ihould  have  been  5  for  that  is  Dr.  Mead's  Ex- 
preflion,  which  this  PafTage  is  defign’d  to  ri¬ 
dicule.  But  the  Queflion  is  eafily  anfwer’dj 
for  ihould  the  Plague  infeft  a  Houfe  or  two 
only,  and  then  flop,  it  would  not  be  of  great 
Confequence.  And  I  believe  the  Aflertion  of 
Dr.  Mead  to  be  certainly  true,  that  there  ne¬ 
ver  was  any  Diflemper  of  great  Confequence 
among  us,  that  is,  which  caufed  a  great  Mor¬ 
tality,  and  was  called  the  Plague,  but  was 
imported  from  abroad.  I  am  fure,  nothing 
has  been  advanced,  why  we  fhould  not  be¬ 
lieve  as  much. 

Explainer ,  p.  4 6.  6  Experience  is  of  the 
c  fide  of  the  terrible,  but  common  Opinion 
('viz.  that  we  are  vifited  with  the  Plague 
once  in  thirty  or  forty  Years.) 

Remark.  We  have  no  Knowledge  of  this 
being  fo,  in  the  earliefl  Times,  before  we  had 
Communication  with  Africa ,  and  the  Eaft  5 
either  immediately  by  our  felves,  or  by  the 
Means  of  our  Neighbours. 

Explainer ,  p.  48.  *  All  foreign  Phyficians 
c  declare  it,  (viz.  the  Sweating  Sicknefs)  pe- 
€  culiar  to  England  •>  and  that  a  Parcel  of  it 
c  went  into  Holland. 

Remark.  The  latter  Part  of  this  Sentence 
contradidls  the  former  :  But  befides,  it  was 
like  wife  in  Germany. 

Explainer ,  p.  49.  Q  Is  this  (viz.  Sweating 
Sicknefs)  c  truly  a  Plague,  feeble  and  weak 
thro’  travelling? 
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Remark.  What  the  Defign  of  this  fcara- 
graph  is,  I  know  not.  Dr.  Mead  does  not 
call  the  Sweating  Sicknefs  a  Plague  with  lefi 
fen’d  Force,  becaufe  it  did  not  kill  many,  but 
becaufe  it  yielded  to  Medicines,  and  was  much 
more  eafily  cured  than  the  ordinary  Plague. 

Explainer ,  p.  fo.  4  That  (the  Dunkirk  Fe- 
4  ver)  was  neither  an  Ephemera  of  one,  nor 
c  of  more  Days,  neither  did  it  terminate  in 
4  twenty  four  Days. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  has  not  called  this  Fe¬ 
ver  an  Ephemera :  But  I  fuppofe  this  is  faid, 
becaufe  Keys  calls  the  Sweating  Sicknefs  an 
Ephemera -9  and  why  the  Dunkirk  Fever  may 
not  be  called  an  Ephemera  as  well  as  the 
other,  I  fee  not  j  for  the  laft  Part  of  this 
Aflertion  is  a  great  Falfhood,  few  having  it 
longer  than  twenty  four  Hours. 

Explainer ,  p.  f r.  4  Hereafter  neither  of 
4  thefe  (viz.  i Patients  or  Phyficians )  will 
4  think  themfelves  ill  ufed,  for  Dr.  Mead's 
4  faying  that  a  Phyfician  (efpecially  if  he 
4  hates  or  fears  him  more  than  the  Plague)  has 
4  miflaken  hisDifeafe,  &c. 

Remark.  This  Paffage,  I  think,  clears  up 
rfomething  :  I  fuppofe  from  it,  that  this 
Pamphlet  is  written  by  feme  Pretender  in  Phy- 
lick,  whofe  Ignorance  and  Impertinence  toge¬ 
ther,  has  made  him  infufferable  to  Dr.  Mead. 

Explainer ,  p.  fz.  4  But  if  we  confult  the 
4  Bill  of  Mortality  of  that  Year,  we  find  only 
4  fOIZZ. 

Remark.  This  is  falfe*  the  Number  in  that 
Bill  is  <S8fp6  y  inftead  of  which.  Dr.  Mead9 
through  Overfight,  has  put  down  the  whole 
Number  of  Burials  in  that  Year.  Upon  this 

Slip, 
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Slip  of  no  confequence  at  all ,  is  built  all  this 
Page. 

Explainer ,  p.  f2,  y  3.  c  He  (wz.  Dr.  Mead) 
6  makes  the  Plague  in  1 6.6 f  lefs  terrible  than 
£  it  was,  &c. 

Remark .  Throughout  Page  f  3,  Dr.  Mead 
is  charged  with  not  having  let  out  the  Cala¬ 
mity  of  this  Plague  in  its  moil  terrible  Ap¬ 
pearance.  And  fuppofe  he  had  not,  what 
is  the  confequence  ?  I  am  fure  the  Me¬ 
thod  this  Author  takes  of  doing  it,  is  very 
whimficah 

Explainer ,  p.  pj.  c  He  has  not  been  pleas’d 
6  to  tell  us  where  the  Plague  fir  ft  begins,  and 
v  in  what  Manner  it  travels  into  diflant  Coun- 
?  tries. 

Remark.  Both  thefe  Aflertions  are  falfe$ 
for  Dr.  Mead  fays,  p.  4,  f .  c  Plagues  feem  to 
c  be  of  the  growth  of  the  Eaftern  (that  is,  the 
hot  Parts  of  the  Eaft)  c  and  Southern  Parts  of 
f  the  World,  and  to  be  tranfmitted  from  them 

*  into  colder  Climates,  by  the  way  of  Com- 
€  merce. 

Explainer ,  p.  ibid.  £  We  have  feen  an  Q- 
£  riginal  Englifh  Plague,  that  came  from  no 

*  place  in  the  World. 

Remark .  I  fuppole  here  is  meant,  the  Sweat¬ 
ing  Sicknefs  \  but  this  is  only  a  confident  Af- 
fertion,  without  any  Proof,  againfl  what  Dr. 
Mead  has  laid  of  it  *  the  Symptoms  were 
changed  from  thofe  of  the  common  Plague, 
by  the  benign  Influence  of  our  Air 3  does  it 
therefore  certainly  follow,  that  it  was  not  de~ 
rived  from  the  common  Plague  ? 

Explainer ,  p.  f8.  £  But  as  far  as  we  may 

i  depend  upon  the  firft  and  philofophicai  Part 

'*  *  . .  D  f 
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€  of  this  Difcourfe,  (viz.  Dr.  Mead's)  there  is 
4  no  great  occafion  for  either  of  them  (viz. 
£  Quarantaines  and  Lazarettoes):  We  live  a 
4  great  way  from  the  South  of  France ,  and  the 
4  Dodtor  has  allured  us,  that  the  Plague  can- 
6  not  reach  us  by  fome  hundreds  of  Miles, 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  has  given  no  fuch  Af- 
.  furances  *  but  fays  the  Plague  may  be  carried 
much  farther  by  Goods  >  and  therefore  pre-* 
fcribes  Quarantaines  and  Lazarettoes. 

Explainer ,  p.  fp.  4  But  the  Dodtor  per- 
4  fuades  us,  that  we  at  Home  never  knew  any 
4  thing  of  Quarantaines  or  Lazarettoes ,  nor 
4  the  People  abroad  $  and  that  becaufe  hisAd» 
4  vice  is  altogether  new,  and  what  was  never 
4  pradtifed,  neither  at  Home  nor  abroad. 

Remark.  Is  not  this  a  moft  notorious  Falf- 
hood  ?  Where  has  Dr.  Mead  faid  his  Advice 
about  Quarantaines  is  new  ?  On  the  contrary, 
he  exprefly  tells  Mr.  Graggs ,  in  his  Dedicati¬ 
on,  that  he  would  fee  it  differed  little  from 
the  common  Pradfice.  Dr.  Mead  fays  his  Cau¬ 
tions  are  of  two  kinds  \  the  firfl:,  how  to  keep 
the  Plague  out  of  our  Country  \  the  fecond, 
how  to  treat  it,  fhould  it  enter.  The  firfl:  of: 
thefe,  he  fays,  are  little  different  from  the 
common  Pradfice  ,  the  fecond,  only  differing 
from  it.  See  his  Words  :  The  firfl:  which 
relates  to  performing  Quarantaines,  &c.  4  Tou 
4  who  are  perfectly  verfed  in  the  Hifiory  of  Eut 
4  rope,  will  fee  Quarantaines  are  agreeable  to 
4  what  is  prablifed  in  other  Countries ,  with 
4  fome  new  Regulations.  ’  The  next,  4  Con- 
4  cerning  the  fuppr  effing  Infection  here,  are  very 
4  different  from  the  Methods  taken  in  former  fimes 
1  among  us3  and  from  what  they  commonly  do 

f  4  Abroad ;« 
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c  Abroad  :  i?/#  I  per fuade  my  felf  will  be 
■  4  found  agreeable  to  Reafon. 

Explainer ,  p.  yp.  4  He  might  forefee  a 
4  Queftion  might  arife  about  the  time  they 
4  (Goods)  Yhould  perform  Quarantaine.  — His 
4  Anfwer  is  fine!  why  we  muft  fet  little  Birds 
4  upon  the  expofed  Goods. 

Remark.  This  Queftion  does  doubtlefs  a- 
rife,  and  can  only  be  anfwered  by  Experience. 
Forty  Days  is  the  common  Pra£tice,  and  there¬ 
fore  that  fhould  be  continued,  till  Experi¬ 
ence  has  fhewn  us  to  the  contrary.  Dr  .Mead 
does  not  propofe  Birds  as  the  proper  Anfwer 
to  this  Queftion,  but  only  hints  a  new  Expe¬ 
riment,  and  therefore  fubjoins,  44  But  the 
44  Ufe  of  this  Fancy  Experience  only  mull: 
44  fhew.  p.  2 <5. 

Explainer ,  p.  yp.  4  But  may  not  the  At- 
4  tempt  prove  dangerous? 

Remark.  Wherein  ?  It  is  not  neceflary  to 
let  thefe  Birds  fly  away  after  they  have  been 
thus  expofed. 

Explainer ,  p.  yp.  4  How  beautiful  are  fuch 
4  Frefages  (of  Birds  leaving  infetted  Countries) 

4  related  by  Lucretius^  Virgil ,  Ovid9  Fracafto - 
4  rius9  and  other  Poets  ? 

Remark.  This  is  the  firft  time  I  have  heard 
of  its  being  proper  to  take  Information  from 
the  Poets  in  Points  of  natural  Hiftory.  And 
had  this  Author  read  Lucretius ,  whom  he  here 
pretends  to  commend,  he  would  have  known 
Contagion  not  to  have  been  the  Invention  of 
Ignorance,  as  he  has  before  faid. 

Explainer ,  p.  6o.  4  And  here  we  mu  ft  ob*» 
4  ferve,  that  this  Art  of  Quarantaines ,  and 
%  Lazarettoes,  is  fo  infallible,  that  we  may 

D  2  4  blame 
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k  blame  the  Civil  Magi  (Irate,  and  his  Officers^ 

5  if  ever  the  Plague  is  fuffered  to  come  among 
£  us. 

Remark.  Who  fays  the  Civil  Magiftrate  is 
to  be  blamed  ?  Dr.  Mead' s  W ords  here  referred 
to  are,  u  In  cafe,  thro’  a  Mifcarriage  in  the 
u  Publick  Care,  by  the  Neglect  of  Officers^ 
a  or  otherwife — — -p.  3  1 .  Cannot  the  Care 
of  the  Magi  fixates  mifcarry  without  their 
Fault  ?  or  is  it  a  Reflection  upon  the  Magi- 
firates  to  fay,  that  Cuftom-houfe  Officers 
fometimes  neglect  their  Duty?  Further,  how 
does  it  appear  by  this  Paffage,  that  Dr.  Mead 
thinks  this  Art  of  Quarantaines  and  Lazarettoes 
infallible?  Does  not  the  Word  otherwife  im¬ 
ply  the  direct  contrary?  For  how  fhould  the 
Publick  Care  prove  ineffectual,  or  mifcarry,  if 
all  Officers  do  their  Duty  5  but  bv  the  Me¬ 
thods  they  take  being  infufficient  ?  If  Dr.  Mead 
had  thought  Quarantaines  and  Lazarettoes,  as 
is.  here  falfly  faid,  infallible,  he  need  not  have 
advifea  the  deftroying  of  fufpected  Goods,  in 
Cafes  of  imminent  Danger^  as  he  has  done, 
p.  28,  fp. 

.Explainer ,  p.  60.  c  The  Phyficians  are  to 
c  be  blamed,  when  the  Orders  of  the  Civil 
c  Magiftrate  are  hurtful. 

Remark.  True,  if  their  Orders  are  hurtful^ 
and  by  the  Direction  of  Phyficians :  But  not 
always  when  they  are  unfuccefsful  for  they 
may  be  the  beft  the  Cafe  affords,  and  yet  not 
infallible. 

Explainer ,  p/61.  c  It  appears  by  the  Paris 
%  Article  in  the  Pofl-Mm^  Aug.  16.  that  the 
%  exceeding  great  Care  of  the  Civil  Magiftrate 
%  has  proved  unfuccefsfuL 
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Remark.  It  does  not  then  appear  to  hav£ 
been  hurtful. 

Explainer ,  ip.tf  1.  6  The  fame  learned  Author 
(Mercurialis)  c  informs  us,  that  burning  inf  eft- 
6  ed  Goods  was  found  to  do  great  Mifchief  in 
g  a  Plague  in  Padua \ 

Remark .  Judicious  Author  would  have  been 
more  to  the  Purpofe  than  learned,  had  this 
been  his  true  Character.  The  Cafe  here  men¬ 
tioned  is  yet  difputable,  and  can  only  be  deci¬ 
ded  by  Experience,  which  yet  we  have  not, 
in  a  fufficient  Degree,  to  determine  the  Cafe 
abfolutely,  whence  Dr.  Mead  has  left  it  doubt¬ 
ful  *  advifing,  at  the  end  of  his  Book,  to  bury 
Goods  deep  under  Ground,  if  Burning  be 
thought  unfafe. 

Perhaps  it  may  be  thought,  that  I  here  fpealc 
too  flightingly  of  fo  very  learned  a  Man  as 
Mercurialis  $  it  may  therefore  be  expefted  I 
ihould  produce  fome  Proof  to  confirm  this  my 
Sentiment  of  him :  At  prefent  I  fliall  give  one 
out  of  hisTreatife  of  the  Plague,  In  his  fix- 
teenth  Chapter  he  fets  down  one  of  their 
Arguments,  who  are  of  Opinion  that  the 
Plague  has  not  its  Origine  from  the  Air,  in 
thefe  Words:  Secundo  ratiocinantur ,  quod,  fi 
Aer  fuijfet  origo  aliquo  mo  do  hujus  P  eft  is  (Ve- 
netse  {ft  Patavinas)  cum  Aer  fit  corpus  continu¬ 
um,  deberet  etiam  ejus  inquinatio  coniinua  efife  \ 
{ft  idcirco  cum  Venetia>,  {ft  hter  noftra  urbs  fiue- 
rint  infeftte,  debuifient  etiam  infici  necejfiario  Vi- 
■cetia,  fiarvifium,  {ft  fiuburbia  omnia  Patavina, 
quod  tamen  ficimus  non  evenififie  $  immo  vero  di- 
1 cunt  ex  per  rent  id  comprobatum  ejfie  loca ,  valde 
proxima  illis  qute  erant  pefte  affe  fta,  fuifije  omni- 
mb  immunia- *.  To  this  Argument  Mercurialis s 

in 
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in  his  feventeenth  Chapter,  thus  anfwers :  Ad 
fee  undam  horum  argument  ationem  refpondeo ,  Ae- 
rem  quidem  totum  fibiipfi  continuum  ejfe  5  verun - 
tamen  nequaquam  necejfe  effe^  ut  und  parte  Aeris 
emtaminata ,  fimul *  £5?  femel  totus  Aer  contami- 
netur :  id  namque  ft  verum  effet ,  fequeretur  ne- 
cefjdrib ,  #2  totum  ten  arum  orbem  de- 

bere  eodem  tempore  Pefte  tentari  •>  quod  tamen  a 
nemine  fuit  unquam  memorise  proditum ,  ut  etiam 
exemplis  demonflrabo.  Now,  doubtlefs,  a  Wri¬ 
ter  cannot  be  much  applauded  for  his  Judg¬ 
ment*  who  could  think  the  fetting  an  Oppo¬ 
nent’s  Argument  in  the  ftrongeft  Light,  is 
making  an  Anfwer  to  it. 

Explainer *  p.  61.  6  His  (viz.  Dr.  Mead's) 
c  farther  inveighing  againft  Phyfick  and  Phy- 
£  ficians,  is  the  molt  furprizing,  unaccountable 
c-  Infolence,  that  Man  ever  was  guilty  of :  A 
c  Man  that  has  done  nothing,  but  to  corrupt 
£  Phyftck  5  for  thus  he  puts  an  end  to  a  great 
c  deal  bf  rambling  Stuff,  about  fhutting  up 
c  Houfes  :  The  Management  in  former  times 
€  neither  anfwers  the  Purpofe  of  difeovering  the 
c  Beginning  of  the  Infection *  nor  of  putting  a 
c  Stop  to  it  when  difeover'd. 

Remark.  This  Author  here  coiltradi&s  him- 
felf.  Is  Dr  .Mead  blameable  for  fpeaking  a- 
gainft  fbutting  up  Houfes  ?  In  Page  6 1  of  his 
Pamphlet,  this  Author  fays*  c  the  Phyficians 
£  in  London  might  not  have  advifed  the  fhut- 
£  ting  up  Houfes,  if  they  had  remember’d  the 
£  fatal  Experiments  of  it  in  other  Countries* 
€  recorded  in  Books  of  PhyficL 

Explainer ,  p,  £  Inf  e  ad  of  ignorant  old  JVo- 
%  men ,  we  ought  to  have  underfunding  and 
%  diligent  Men „ 
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a  wilful  corrupting  of 


Remark .  This 

Dr.  Mead’s  Expreflion,  for  it  is  a;  Piece  onl^ 
of  a  Sentence,  neither  that  in  Dr.  Mead’s  own 
Words.  The  Sentence  in  Dr.  Mead  runs 
thus:  u  Infiead  of  ignorant  old  Women ,  who 

are  generally  appointed  Searchers  in  Parijhes , 
<c  /Zwf  Office  Jhould  he  committed  to  under fland- 
<c  diligent  Men ,  p.  38. 

Explainer ,  p.  63.  Secondly ,  When  the  fick 
c  Families  are  gone  (whither?)  all  the  Goods 
£  of  the  Houfes ,  they  were,  jhould  he 

€  *,  the  Houfes  themfelves ,  if  that 

*  can  conveniently  he  done.  He  has  now  the 
€  late  Fire  of  London  in  view,  and  recom- 
£  mends  another  general  Conflagration  of  our 
£  City. 

Remark.  To  the  Queftion  Whither  ?  I  an* 
fwer,  into  Houfes,  or  what  is  equivalent  there¬ 
to,  as  Barracks  three  or  four  Miles  out  of 
Town,  as  the  Dodtor  in  the  preceding  Page 
lays,  p.  39.  For  the  latter  Remark,  I  aik, 
.How  does  it  appear  the  Dodtor  thought  of  the 
Fire  of  London  in  this  Place ,  and  whether  this 
Author  imagines  the  City  can  be  burnt  a  fe- 
cond  time  conveniently? 

Explainer ,  p.  64.  c  According  to  Cuftom, 
€  the  Dodtor  contradidts  himfelf  on  this  Arti- 

*  cle,  at  the  fmall  Diftance  of  four  Pages, 
c  where  Fires  again  are  condemned  as  pernici- 
c  ous. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  does  not  contradidt  him¬ 
felf:  He  recommends  burning  Things  in  which 
Infedtion  is  fufpedted  to  lodge,  in  order  to  de- 
ftroy  them  y  and  even  thinks  Fires  may  poffi- 
bly  corredt  fome  ill  Qualities  of  the  Air,  which 
expofe  us  to  be  hurt  by  Infedtion,  fhould  it 

be 
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be  brought  5  and  accordingly  does  not  condemn 
what  was  perhaps  the  Practice  of  Hippocrates 
before  the  Plague  comes  y  but  what  he  condemns 
is,  the  making  Fires,  which  may  give  to  the 
Air  an  additional  Heat,  when  the  Plague  is 
a£tually  prefent ;  and  in  this  he  is  furely  right. 

Explainer ,  p.  64.  f  Pefiilentes  Febres  (fays 
Raymundus)  c  ar dentes  funt ,  &  idcirco  ab  aere 
c  fervido ,  &  calente  augentur 

Remark .  What  is  here  quoted  from  Ray- 
mundus  is  a  very  juft  Sentiment.  Dr.  Mead 
has  not  faid,  that  any  of  his  Sentiments  are 
new,  tho’  many  of  them  are  fo  y  but  only  that 
the  Praftice  he  advifes  has  not  commonly 
been  ufed  before. 

Explainer  y  p.6f.  £  It  was  never  the  Heat  of 
€  great  Guns,  but  their  Noife,  that  was  re- 
c  commended,  which  is  a  fort  of  Wind. 

Remark .  Perhaps  the  Heat  of  great  Guns 
was  never  recommended  -y  does  it  therefore 
follow,  that  they  give  no  Heat,  or  that  their 
Heat  will  do  no  Hurt?  How  comes  Noife  to. 
be  a  fort  of  Wind?  I  fiippofe,  by  Sounds  be¬ 
ing  caufed  by  a  tremulous  Motion  of  the  Air  °y 
but  the  Parts  of  the  Air  are  much  too  little 
moved  out  of  their  Places,  by  fuch  Tremors, 
to  caufe  a  Wind  :  On  the  contrary,  when  a 
Sound  is  caufed  by  the  Vibrations  of  a  Muiical 
Chord,  none  of  the  Particles  of  the  Air  are 
moved  out  of  their  Places  a  greater  Space  than 
the  Chord  defcribes  in  its  Vibration.  When 
a  Church  Bell,  which  gives  a  louder  Sound, 
is7  ftruck,  the  Motion  of  the  Air  is  greater, 
the  vibratory  Motion  of  the  Parts  of  the  Bell 
being  fo  ,  for  here  the  Agitation  of  the  Air 
exceeds  npt  the  reciprocal  Motion  by  which 
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the  Mouth  of  the  Bell  changes  alternately  its 
circular  Figure.  The  Sound  of  a  Cannon  in¬ 
deed  agitates  the  Air  yet  more  $  but  is  fo  far 
from  caufing  any  Wind  thereby,  that  on  the 
contrary  a  Sea  Fight  of  many  Ships  ufually 
produces  a  Calm.  Add  hereto,  that  when  the 
Sound  ceafes,  the  Particles  of  the  Air  return 
into  the  Places  from  which  they  were  firff 
moved  5  and  therefore  this  Motion  could  be 
of  no  ufe  to  blow  away  any  thing  noxious, 
were  it  great  enough,  asf  it  is  almoft  incon¬ 
ceivably  lefs  than  any  Wind. 

Explainer ,  p.  6f.  6  As  Fires  are  manifeftly 
6  ufeful  in  Damps  of  Coal-Pits  and  Goals, 
e  why  not  in  the  raw  Damps  of  Contagion  ? 

£  and  if  that  is  a  true  Experiment,  why  does 
6  Dr.  Mead  forfake  Hippocrates  ?  Sec. 

Remark.  The  Ufe  of  Fires  in  the  Plague 
is  no  where  recommended  by  Hippocrates  him- 
felfin  his  Works.  It  is  true,  Galen  fays$  Hip- 
pocrates ,  by  the  means  of  Fires,  flopt  a  Plague 
that  came  from  Ethiopia  3  but  perhaps  he  only 
prevented  its  coming  into  his  Country,  by 
making  Fires  3  that  is,  he  made  them  before 
it  came,  and  that  PraCtice  Dr.  Mead  does  not 
condemn.  But  however  that  be,  fuppofe 
Dr.  Mead  had  contradicted  Hippocrates ,  could 
not  Hippocrates  be  miftaken?  It  is  certain, 
the  making  Fires  proved  very  ineffectual,  as 
Well  -in  our  laft  Plague  here  in  London ,  as  in 
that  at  Marfeilles  3  as  appears  both  from 
Hodges ,  and  the  Journal  ofwhatpafed  in  the 
City  of  Marfeilles*,  6cc.  juft  now  pubiifhed  in 
Englijlo. 

Explainer ,  p.  66.  z  If  all  thefe  new  and 

€  reasonable  InftruCtions  take  effeft,  there  wilt 

E  *  be 
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£  be  no  need  of  any  Methods  for  corredting 
c  the  Air,  purifying  Houfes,  &c.  To  all 
c  which  (fays  Dr.  Mead )  if  the  Plague  get 
&  Head,  fo  that  the  Sick  are  too  many  to  be 
6  removed,  Regard  mull  be  had.  Now  as  far 
c  as  I  underhand  theDodtor,  the  Plague  may 
£  get  Head  again  ft  thefe  infallible  Methods. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  neither  calls  his  Inftruc- 
tions  new,  nor  infallible  he  only  fays,  that 
he  advifes  Pradtices  not  ufed  before  among  us, 
and  only  fuppofes,  they  may  poftibly  take  Ef- 
fedt,  or  be  fuccefsful:  And  if  they  are  the  beft 
Inftrudtions  that  can  be  given,  as  I  am  confi¬ 
dent  they  are,  he  may  jufljy  fay,  they  are 
agreeable  to  Reafon. 

Explainer ,  p.<58.  c  He  adds,  For  the  effeftu- 
c  al  doing  of  which  (defending  particular  Per- 
fons  againft  Contagion)  c  it  would  he  necejfary 
c  to  put  the  Humours  of  the  Body  into  fuch  a 
4  StatCj  as  not  to  he  alterable  hy  the  Matter  of 
4  Infection.  Is  this  Phyfick  ?  what  Phyfician 
4  ever  faid  fo  before  Dr.  Mead ? 

Remark.  If  no  Phyfician  ever  faid  fo,  they 
ought  to  have  thought  fo  ;  for  is  there,  I 
pray,  any  other  certain  Way  of  making  aPer- 
fon  abfolutely  fecure  againft  the  Infedtion, 
when  he  is  withinReach  of  it?  This  Author 
talks  of  thisPaflage,  as  if  Dr.  Mead  thought  it 
poflible  to  make  this  Change  in  the  Humours, 
contrary  to  the  Sentence  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  ,  which  is ,c  That  this  is  no  more  to  he  hoped 
1  for,  than  a  Specifick  P reformative  againft  the 
c  Small  Pox  that  is,  not  at  all.  Dr.  Mead 
ufes  this  Expreflion  to  ftiew;  the  Ufeleisnefs  of 
the  numerous  Medicines  which  pretend  to  pro- 
iedt  againft  Infedtion,  and  with  which  Books 
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of  Phyfick  are  ufually  fluft ;  for  this  Obferva* 
t jon  at  once  ihews  the  Vanity  of  them ,  iee- 
ing  they  do  not,  nor  cannot,  pretend  to  any 
fuch  Effect. 

Explainer*)  p.  68.  c  And  if  Dr.  Mead  would 
4  have  communicated  fome  ofthofe  wife  Rules, 

*  that  are  to  be  found  in  Books  of  Phyfick. 

Remark.  He  has  put  down  perhaps  all  that 
are  ufeful,  and  moreover  added  fome  excellent 
Rules  of  his  own. 

Explainer,  p.  6p.  4  Now,  if  Dileafes  take  a 
4  Time  before  they  are  bred,  then  it  is  an  ob- 
c  vious  Confequence,  that  Difeafes  may  be 

*  prevented. 

Remark .  This  is  no  Confequence  *  for  it  is 
poifible  that  the  Caufes  which  produce  them 
may  be  too  powerful  to  be  refilled,  tho’  they 
a<5t  gradually.  Can  the  Small  Pox  be  refilled 
otherwife  than  by  keeping  out  of  the  W ay  of 
Infection  ?  and  if  not,  how  fhould  the 
Plague  ? 

Explainer ,  p.70. c  A  fpecifick  Prefervative  for 

*  the  Small  Pox  5  which,  we  find,  is  far  from 
c  being  impoffible. 

Remark.  Is  this  pofiible  ?  or  rather,  is  not 
this  plainly  having  no  Regard  to  Truth,  in  or-s 

der  to  oppofe  Dr.  Mead  ? 

Explainer ,  p.  70.  c  Let  us  ceafe  then  to 
c  wonder,  why  fo  great  Care  is  had  to  keep 
c  our  Houfes  cool  at  Page  47,  and  fo  little  for 
c  our  Perlons  at  Page  49  of  the  Difcourfe 
(vizi  Dr.  Mead's .) 

Remark .  All  the  Rules  which  are  good  and 
ufeful  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Explainer  s 
Pamphlet,  are  contained  in  this  49th  Page  of 
Dr.  Mead's  Difcourfe  3  and  in  the  next  (viz, 

E  1  P’f0-) 
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p.  f©.)  more  Directions,  which  are  not  to  be 
met  with  in  this  ridiculous  appendix. 

Explainer ,  p.  70,  71.  4  He  mentions  Vine-C 
4  gar  upon  the  Authority  of  Rhazes ,  which  i§ 

4  no  more  for  a  Perfon  that  affedts  a  Character 
?  for  being  learned,,  than  if  he  had  recom- 
f  mended  it  from  T>r.  Hodges. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  is  doubtlefs  a  Perfon  of 

r 

great  Learning  *  but  does  he  {hew  any  Affec^ 
ration  of  that  Sort  ?  If  quoting  Rhazes  doe§ 
not  Ihew  Learning,  it  {hews  Judgment  *  for 
furely  the  Phyficians  of  the  Country  which  is 
tnoft  fubjedt  to  the  Plague,  are  the  moft  pro- 
per  to  be  confulted  about  it. 

Explainer ,  p.71.  4  There  is  a  greater  Store 
{viz.  of  Medicines)  4  for  thatDifeafe  (viz.  the 
Plague)  4  than  for  any  other,  and  fome  of 
4  them  come  well  recommended  for  the  Pur- 
?  pofe  of  preventing  fpecifically,  * 

Remark.  Perhaps  this  Explainer  is  hammer- 
ing  out  fome  fuch  notable  Specificlt  >  fine© 
thofe  for  the  Loofenefs  and.  Gonorrhoea  are  out 
of  Requeft. 

Explainer ,  p.  7 2,.-  4  His  Medicines  are  of 
4  two  forts  5  one  Set  of  them  publifhed  in  a 
very  fmall  Book,  tho’  there  is  a  large  Ac- 
f  count  of  their  Virtues  and  IJfes. 

Remark.  Does  this  Author  mean  here  fome 
Medicines  publifhed  under  the  Name  of  Doo* 
tor  Radcliffe’s  Receipts?  None  of  them  are 
again#  the  Plague.  But  let  me  tell  him  thofe 
are  excellent  Medicines  for  the  Purpofes  to 
which  the  Skilful  will  fee  they  are  defigned. 
But  'the  very  ignorant  Commentator  upon 
them  makes  himfelf  merry  with  them,  by  a?. 

fcribing 
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(bribing  to  them  Ufes  for  which  they  were 
never  intended. 

Explainer ,  p.  71.  4  There  is  a  fecond  Sort 
(of  Medicines)  4  which  fome  worthy  Gen- 
4  tlemen  of  great  Families,  and  great  Eftates, 
4  have  told  us  of 5  and  thefe  were  the  Secrets 
4  of  an  eminent  Phyfician. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  pretends  to  no  Secrets. 
But  what  is  all  this  to  Remedies  againft  the 
Plague? 

I  have  now  done  with  Dr  Mead's  Short  Dif- 
courfe  Explained, ,  &c.  and  hope  I  have  Effici¬ 
ently  made  appear  many  of  the  Mifreprefenta- 
tions  and  Blunders  contained  in  it.  As  to  the 
Appendix ,  I  need  lay  little  3  for  every  Reader 
will  eafily  perceive  of  himfelf,  that  it  abounds 
with  Trifles  and  Abfurdities:  The  former  this 
Author  would  put  upon  us  as  Matters  of  Im¬ 
portance,  only  by  calling  the  moft  common 
and  known  Things  by  out-of-the-way  Names : 
Of  the  latter,  I  fhall  juft  fet  down  anlnftance 
or  two. 

At  Page  79.  there  is  this  unaccountable  Af- 
fertion :  4  If  the  Blood  was  not  to  decay,  and 
4  that  it  never  wanted  a  Supply,  our  Life  could 
4  neither  be  fo  long  nor  fo  eafy.’  From  whence 
is  made  a  notable  Difcovery  3  for  there  is  im¬ 
mediately  fubjoined  this  Corollary,  4  Hence 
*  it  follows,  that  Man  is  naturally  mortal ! 

At  Page  80  are  thefe  Words:  4  A  Perfon 
f  with  the  worft  Blood  will  live  longer  by  the 
4  common  Supplies ,  than  any  one  with  the  befl 
4  Blood,  but  without  thofe  Supplies .’  That  is, 
a  Perfon  labouring  under  the  worft  Diftemper 
that  can  befal  a  Man,  for  Example,  the  moft 

malignant 
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malignant  Plague,  would  neceflarily  be  lon¬ 
ger  a  dying  than  he  would  be,  though  other™ 
wife  in  the  belt  State  of  Health  poffible,  by 
being  ftarved  to  Death. 

And  at  Page  86.  it  is  (Sid,  <  That  the  molt 
f  ufeful  Time  to  an  Animal  is  the  Time  of 
6  Sleep.’  This  is  veryllrange  indeed  !  How- 
evei,  this  Author  dods  not  think  this  always 
to  hold  good  5  for  in  the  fame  Page  he  fays, 
6  It  mult  be  particularly  obferved,  that  in  the 
£  Plague  much  Sleeping  is  far  more  dangerous 
£  than  the  molt  obllinate  Watchfulnefs. 3 

Again,  at  Page  88,  we  find  the  following 
Words:  c  Could  the  Fluidity  the  Blood  ac~ 
1  quires  in  the  Lungs,  bepreferv’d  in  all  other 
‘  Arteries,  the  Blood  fhould  be  carry’d  thro’ 
c  all  our  Boay,  ready  fitted  and  prepared  for 
*  Excretion.’  This  Author  had  told  us  be¬ 
fore,  (p.  14.)  that  the  Doftrine  of  Secretion 
had  been  perfectly  well  explained  many  Years 
ago.  Now  I  want  to  be  informed  of  the 
Doctrine  of  Secretion ,  to  which  this  Alfertion 
will  agree  3  for,  I  am  fure,  it  is  not  confident 
with  that  Account  of  Secretion  which  th$ 
Author  of  theT reatife  of  the  Loofenefs  has  very 
much  commended.  That  Notion  fuppofes 
different  Degrees  of  Fluidity  in  the  Blood  at 
different  Diltances  from  the  Heart  3  that  the 
Particles  fit  to  form  any  of  the  Secretions,  may 
approach,  be  attracted  by  one  another,  and 
combine  together,  as  they  are  carried  to  the 

lefpedrive  Glands  formed  for  that  particular 
Secretion. 

I  inali  only  add  one  Pafl age  more  of  this 
Ap.penaix^  wnich  though  aukwardly  exprefled, 

if  would  be  .well  for  us  Phyficians”  if  our  Pa¬ 
tients 
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tients  would  believe  it.  Page  7 6.  it  is  (aid, 
4  Was  an  ordinary  Fever  as  much  unheeded 
c  and  difregarded,  as  we  find  the  Plague,  what 
c  could  the  Phyfician’s  Skill  avail  us?  And 
c  fhould  not  every  Difeafe  become  as  mortal 
c  and  irretrievable?  Our  Funerals  fhould  be 
c  very  frequent,  but  not  fo  general  3  becaufe 
c  thofe  other  Difeafes  are  not  fb  common  and 
Q  Epidemick.  •  . 


SECTION  II. 


I  Come  now  to  confider  Dr.  Pyes  Difcourfe  of 
the  Plague ,  Sec.  wherein  he  has  taken  up¬ 
on  him  to  be  Dr.  Mead's  Refuter. 

Ref  'uter ,  in  the  Preface,  p.v.  c  If  the  People 
c  are  made  to  believe  the  Plague  is  communi- 
£  cated  from  lick  Perfons,  and  by  Commerce, 
c  of  courfe  they  will  be  afraid  of  catching  it, 
and#  thereby  be  neceffitated  to  pafs  their 
c  Lives  in  continual  Fears  and  Apprehenflons 
€  of  fomething  very  dreadful  and  deadly. 

Remark.  This  is  a  Miftake  3  for  People  do 
believe  this,  and  yet  do  not  pafs  their  Lives  in 
continual  Fears  and  Apprehenlions.  When 
they  are  in  extraordinary  Danger,  it  is  fit  they 
fhould  fear. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  £  If  the  Plague  can  be  con- 
€  veyed  by  Commerce,  then  Quarantines  are 
6  proper  and  requifite, : 

,  ’  Remark . 
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Remark.  Here  this  Refuter  contradi&s  him- 
felfi  for  he  employs  §.  <5.  of  this  Book  to  fhew 
the  contrary  j  viz.  that  though  Quarantaines 
would  keep  out  the  Plague,  yet  it  would  not 
be  proper  to  enjoin  them. 

Refuter ,  ibid,  p.v,  vi.  4  Fears  and  Frights 
4  expofe  us  greatly  to  the  Evil  we  are  moft 
4  afraid  of.  This  is  Commonly  feen  in  the 
4  Cafe  of  the  Small  Pox. 

Remark .  Will  Fears  and  Frights  of  them* 
felves  produce  the  Difeale  ?  if  not,  they  may 
be  of  ufe  to  ftir  us  up  to  fuffiicient  Watchful- 
nefs  againft  it.  How  comes  the  Small  Pox 
here  to  be  mentioned  ?  when  in  p.  io.  of  this 
Preface  there  are  thefe  Words:  4  Tho*  the 
4  Small  Pox  is  a  peculiar  Diftemper,  whence 
4  nothing  could  be  rightly  argued  with  refpedfe 
4  to  the  Plague,’  &c.  A  fecond  Contradic¬ 
tion. 

Refuter ,  ibid,  p.vi*  4  If  thefe  Notions  pre- 
4  vail,  and  the  Plague  fhould  happen  among 
4  us,  the  Sick  will  be  deferred  by  Friends,  Re- 
4  lations,  &c. 

Remark.  Does  this  affedt  the  Truth  of  thefe 
Notions  ?  or  are  thefe  Inconveniencies  great 
enough  to  make  it  proper  to  impofe\ipon 
Mankind  ? 

Refuter ,  ibid.  p*vii.  4  In  {hort,  {hutting  up 
4  People  within  Walls  or  Lines,  is  {hutting 
4  them  amidft,  and  expofing  them  to  Famine, 
4  Plunder,  Murder,  Peftilence  and  Defpairs. 

Remark.  Inclofing  the  infedted  Places  with 
a  Line,  as  pradtifed  in  France ,  does  not  expofe 
them  to  Famine  j  becaufe  it  is  the  Care  of  the 
Guards  to  fee  them  furnifhed  by  the  Country : 
Nor  to  plunder  and  Murder  j  for  it  is  the 

*  Execution 
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Execution  of  the  Law  upon  Offenders  in  thofe 
Kinds,  which  proteft  all  Places  againft  them, 
and  Juftice  is  not  obftrudted  by  thofe  Lines  > 
on  the  contrary,  they  effedtually  hinder  Crimi¬ 
nals  from  efcaping  Punishment  by  running 
away.  And  the  two  other  Evils,  Peftilence 
and  Defpair,  Dr.  Mead  has  provided  againft, 
by  propofing,  that  all  who  will,  be  fuffered 
to  leave  the  infe&ed  Place,  having  firft  per¬ 
formed  Quarantaine  in  an  airy  Place  within 
the  Line,  p.  f4- 

Refuter ,  p.xi.  c  He  (Dr.  Mead)  ftiould  not 
c  have  bid  publick  Defiance  as  a  Champion, 
c  till  he  had,  &c. 

Remark.  Bidding  publick  Defiance  is  to  op- 
pofe  the  common  Opinion  of  the  World,  as 
this  Refuter  j  not  to  clofe  with  it,  and  clear  up 
the  Difficulties  which  clog  it. 

Refuter ,  in  the  Book ,  Ch.  i  .p.  i.  c  That  the 

*  Plague  is  a  Sicknefs  or  Difeafe,  and  not  a 

*  real  Poifon,  as  Dr.  Mead  fays,  perhaps  by 
c  Miftake. 

Remark.  Perhaps  this  is  no  Miftake  in 
Dr.  Mead \  for  it  may  be  both.  Is  not  the 
Madnefs  of  Dogs  a  Difeafe  in  them  ?  and  yet 
all  Authors  agree  in  ranking  them  among 
the  poifonous  Animals  and  when  they  com¬ 
municate  their  Difeafe  to  other  Creatures  by 
biting,  are  they  not  faid  to  poifon  thofe  Crea¬ 
tures  ? 

Refuter ,  p.  i.  c  That  the  Symptoms  of  the 
4  Plague  in  different  Countries,  and  at  diffe- 

*  rent  Times  in  the  fame  Country,  have  been 
c  very  various  and  different. 

Remark.  This  is  not  true  j  there  is  ufually 

no  other  Difference  than  what  arifes  from  the 

F  different 
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different  Degrees  of  its  V iolence,  or  the  Diffe¬ 
rence  of  Conftitutions  it  feizes  j  as  the  com¬ 
paring  together  the  Defcriptions  of  Authors 
fully  fhews,  and  is  taught  in  particular  by 
Diemerbroek ,  1. 1 .  c.  7.  in  Not  is  §.  t. 

Refuter ,  p.  z.  6  From  thefe  Obfervations  it 
6  is  evident,  that  the  Plague  is  not  always  one 
' c  and  the  fame  Difeafe. 

Remark.  This  is  not  evident  5  for  the  Ob- 
fervations  here  referred  to,  are  in  the  Sentence 
preceding,  and  in  this  other  j  viz.  c  that  there 
c  is  not  any  one,  or  at  leaft  not  any  one  dr- 
c  ftinguifhing  Symptom,  which  conftafrtly  ac- 
c  companies  it.’  The  Miftake  of  the  firft 
of  thefe,  I  have  already  lhewn  $  and  from  this 
laft  it  cannot  be  concluded,  that  the  Plague  is 
not  one  and  the  fame  Difeafe  *  for  is  not  the 
Small  Pox  allowed  always  to  be  the  fame  Dil- 
eafe?  and  yet  there  is  no  one  diftinguiihing 
Symptom  which  conftantly  accompanies  it* 
for  in  fome  few  Cafes  Perfons  have  died  of  it, 
before  any  Eruptions  have  appeared  5  in 
which  this  Diftemper  refembles  the  Plague, 
for  the  Plague  is  never  known  to  be  without 
Tumours  or  Carbuncles,  if  theDifeafed  furvive 
the  firft  Attack  of  it. 

Refuter ,  p.  z.  c  And  that  it  (the  Plague) 
€  does  not  always  arife  from  one  and  the  fame 
c  Caufe,  may  be  made  appear,  not  only  from  the 
c  foregoing,  but  from  many  other  Obfervations. 

Remark .  What  the  other  Obfervations  are 
which  are  not  fet  down,  I  know  not  5  none 
of  the  foregoing  will  do  it:  For  is  not  the 
Small  Pox  allowed  always  to  arife  from  the 
fame  Caufe,  though  the  Symptoms  of  it  are  as 
different  in  different  Subje&s,  as  the  Symp¬ 
toms  of  the  Plague  ?  Refuter , 
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Refute r,  p.ibid.  4  Bat  I  think  one  Inftance 
4  fufficient.  Dr.  Keyes  fpeaking  of  the  Sweat- 
4  ing  Sicknefles  in  England  and  Germany ,  makes 
4  the  following  Remark :  Moreover  thefe  (the 
Germans')  4  are  not  hurt  with  our  Air  and  Con - 
4  tagion ,  hut  with  their  own  >  and  our  own  in - 
4  fetts  US)  and  not  that  of  theirs :  Our  Contagion 
4  of  this  Tear  Jhews  the  former ,  and  theirs  of  the 
4  Tear  i  f 19  confirms  the  latter. 

Remark.  What  is  here  brought  from  Doc¬ 
tor  Keyes ,  can  only  prove  the  Caufe  of  the 
Sweating  Sicknefs  not  wholly  to  be  lodged  in 
the  Air  j  which  is  the  Ufe  Dr.  Keyes  makes  of 
it  5  but  it  will  not  prove,  that  the  Caufe  of 
that  Dileafe  was  not  the  fame :  On  the  con^ 
trary,  feeing  the  Germans  had  it  in  the  Year 
if  19)  it  is  not  improbable  that  they  contract¬ 
ed  the  Contagion  from  us5  who  were  moleft- 
ed  with  it  the  Year  before. 

Refuter ,  p.  y,  6.  4  In  the  fecond  Page  of 
4  this  (Dr.  Mead's)  Difcourfe,  the  Doftor  at 
4  figns  three  Caufe§  of  the  Peftilence*  the 
4  Air,  Difeafed  Perfons,  and  Goods  tranfport- 
4  ed  from  InfeCted  Places.  The  fir  ft  of  thefe 
4  is  fupported  in  that  and  the  next  Page,  and 
4  proved,  &c.  But  a  little  farther  all  this  is 
4  forgotten,  and  the  DoCtor  contradicts  what 
4  himfelf  before  had  been  proving  :  for  in 
4  Page  14.  he  fays,  44  On  the  other  hand  it  is 
44  evident,  that  InfeCtion  is  not  received  from 
44  the  Air  it  felf,  however  pre-cffpoied,  with- 
44  out  the  Concurrence  of  fomething  emitted 
44  from  infeCt ei  Perfons. 

j Remark.  Here  is  no  Contradiction  }  tot 
Dr.  Mead  has  no  where  endeavoured  to  prove, 
that  the  Air,  in  thefe  Countries  at  leaft5  of  it 

F 1  felf. 


(  44  ) 

felf,  or  alone,  can  produce  the  Plague :  On 
the  other  hand,  his  whole  Defign  has  been  to 
prove  the  contrary :  He  only  fhews,  that  the 
Air  is  one  of  the  Caufes  which  mu  ft  concur  to 
give  Rife  to  it  3  and  that  it  can  hardly,  or  not 
at  all  fpread  far,  without  Affiftance  from  fome 
ill  Qualities  of  the  Air, 

Refuter ,  p.  6,  7.  *  If  the  Plague  can  be 
4  kept  from  fpreading  by  the  Means  aforefaid 
(viz,  by  ftri&ly  preventing  all  lntercourfe  of 
infedted  Places  with  the  Neighbourhood)  6  it 
follows,  that  Infeftion  is  not  received  from 
c  the  Air  without,  nor  yet  even  with  the 
4  Concurrence  of  fomething  emitted. 

Remark.  The  firft  of  thefe  Aflertions  does 
indeed  appear,  and  is  what  Dr.  Mead  would 
prove:  but  how  does  the  laft  appear?  Does 
it  follow,  that  becaufe  the  Air  will  not  com¬ 
municate  the  Plague  to  any  one  of  it  felf  3 
therefore  when  it  is  impregnated  with  noxious 
Effluvia  emitted  from  Men  difeafed  of  the 
Plague,  it  fhall  not  then  be  able  to  give  the 
Diftemper  to  others,  by  conveying  into  their 
Bodies  thofe  noxious  Effluvia  3  and  even  by 
adding  Force  to  them  by  means  of  fome  hurt¬ 
ful  Qualities  it  may  be  pofleffed  of,  though 
thofe  Qualities  alone  would  not  produce  the 
Diftemper? 

Refuter ,  p.  7.  c  But  methinks,  he  fhould 
c  have  brought  an  Inftance,  if  any  fuch  could 
c  have  been  found,  where  the  Plague  had 
4  actually  been  kept  from  fpreading. 

Remark.  How  little  is  this  Writer  acquaint¬ 
ed  with  Books  of  Phyfick?  for  he  need  go 
no  farther  than  to  the  Works  of  Dr.  Sydenham 
for  fuch  an  Inftance  3  where  he  will  find,  that 
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the  Grand  Duke  of  Tv.fcany  kept  the  Plague 
from  fpreading  into  his  Country,  when  it  ran 
all  over  the  reft  of  Italy ,  by  this  very  Means  *. 

Ref uter ,  p.8.  4 Let  it  be  fuppofed,  that  the 
c  Plague  had  not  reach’d  the  adjacent  Villages, 
c  untn  fome  Perfons  had  found  means  to 
4  efcape  *  how  does  it  thence  appear,  that  it 
4  had  been  confined  within  and  by  thofe 
4  Walls? 

Remark .  It  would  from  hence  appear, 
that  the  Caufe  of  it  was  not  folely  in  the  Air  * 
becaufe  this  was  a  confiderable  Time,  and,  as 
Dr.  Mead  argues,  the  leaft  Wind  muft  necef- 
farily  convey  whatever  noxious  Quality  refides 
in  the  Air  alone,  even  to  a  great  Diftance. 

* Refuter ,  p.  8.  4  Plagues  do  not  always 
«  fpread  themfelves  with  the  fame  Rapidity, 

*  but  fometimes  quicker,  and  fometimes  more 
6  flowly. 

Remark.  The  Slownefs  with  which  Plagues 
ufually  fpread  themfelves,  is  a  great  Argument, 
that  they  are  not  caufed  by  the  Corruption  of 
the  Air  alone  ,  becaufe  any  Diforder  in  the 
Air  muft  of  Neceflity  at  once  difcover  it  felf 
over  a  great  Extent  of  Country,  and  very 
foon  extend  a  great  deal  farther. 

Refuter ,  p .9.  4  It  might  have  been  expe£t- 
4  ed,  that  a  Fa£t  whereon  fuch  a  Notion  was 
4  to  be  founded,  and  whereon  fo  much  de~ 
4  pended,  fhould  have  been  fupported  and 
4  proved,  &c. 

Remark.  This  Author  here  talks,  as  if  all  Dr. 
Mead's  Opinions  relied  wholly  upon  this  Fa£b 
of  Mar fellies  j  which  is  no  fuch  Thing.  Doc- 
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tor  Mead  does  not,  I  fuppofe  fet  down  this  as 
the  only,  or  the  moll  certain  Proof  whiph 
could  he  given,  but  as  it  was  the  frefheft. 
For  indeed  Dr.  Mead  has  all  along  taken  for 
granted,  that  tne  Plague  is  propagated  by 
Contagion  5  it  having  been  the  conftant  Obfer- 
vation  of  all  Mankind  for  a  long  time,  that  it 
is  fo  :  nor  indeed  will  the  contrary  be  proved, 
though  we  fhould  allow  the  Plague  to  be 
tranfported  into  the  Villages  adjacent  to  Mar - 
feMes ,  without  being  carried  by  Perfons, 
For  we  might  fuppofe,  that  when  the  Morta¬ 
lity  in  the  City  was  very  great,  poffibly  the 
Air  might  be  fo  deeply  impregnated  with  the 
Effluvia  conftantly  fent  out  from  that  Num- 
her  of  Difeafed  Bodies,  that  a  flifficient  Quan¬ 
tity  might  be  conveyed  by  the  Winds  to  a 
Village  near,  fo  as  to  infeft  People  in  it  3  and 
if  this  had  been  fo,  the  Infection  would  not- 
with  Handing  originally  have  been  derived  from 
the  Bodies  of  the  Sick.  But  till  fome  fiich 
Fa£t  as  this  is  clearly  proved,  it  is  unneceflary 
to  make  this  Suppofition. 

Refuter ,  p.  10.  4  He  (Dr.  Mead)  fliould 
■  have  proved  by  undeniable  Evidences. 

Remark.  This  Refuter  talks  here  as  if  the 
Debate  were  about  fome  fpeculative  Notions 
of  little  or  no  Importance,  and  does  not  con- 
iider  that  the  Welfare  of  Mankind  depends  up¬ 
on  it.  Suppofe  undeniable  Evidences  cannot 
be  had ,  muft  we  not  a£t  upon  the  mort  pro¬ 
bable  Suppofitions  in  a  Cafe  where  a  Negledt 
of  any  of  thefe  Things  he  would  diffuse  us 
from,  for  Want  of  Evidence,  might  be  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  Deftrudion  (nay,  I  had  almoft 
laid,  the  Extirpation)  of  his  native  Country. 
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But  let  us  fee  the  Things  he  requires  this  Evi- 
dence  for. 

Refuter^  p.  10.  6  That  not  any  one  fingle 
€  Perfon  had  been  fide  of  the  Plague  in  any  o£ 
4  the  adjacent  Villages,  or  without  the  Walls 
€  of  Mar  fellies ,  till  fome  Perfons  finding 
€  Means  to  efcape,  carried  the  Infe&ion  along 
c  with  them. 

Remark.  It  is  fufficient  to  influence  our 
Condu£t,  if  it  be  probable. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  That  fome  Perfons,  find- 
c  ing  Means  to  efcape,  did  go  to  the  adjacent 
6  Villages,  or  any  of  them,  and  were  received 
6  into  them. 

Remark.  This  is  not  at  all  neceflary $  to  an 
abfolute  Demonftration  it  would  5  but  that  is 
not  here  neceflarily  required.  If  the  Plague 
got  not  into  thofe  Villages  before  fuch  Efcape, 
it  is  a  fuflicient  Proof,  that  the  Efcapers  car¬ 
ried  it. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  That  the  Perfons  elcaping, 
€  and  received  into  the  adjacent  Villages,  were 
4  difeafed  Perfons. 

Remark .  This  is  very  triflings  for  may  not 
a  Perfon  efcape  with  this  Infe&ion  lodged  in 
his  Cloaths,  which  may  give  it  both  to  others 
and  alfo  to  himfelf  after  his  Efcape  ?  And  be- 
fides,  fome  who  by  their  natural  Conftitution 
are  not  fo  fufceptible  of  this  Contagion  as 
others,  may  yet  carry  away  with  them  enough, 
in  their  Cloaths,  to  infedt  others.  Upon  which 
Ground  it  is.  Dr.  Mead  advifes,  in  an  infefted 
Ship,  to  burn  the  Cloaths  of  the  Sound,  as 
well  as  of  the  Sick,  p.  zz. 

Refuter ,  p.  10.  c  And  that  the  Plague  was 
*  carried  in  like  Manner  into  all  the  Villages, 
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*  Towns,  and  Cities  that  were  afterwards  vi- 
4  fited  with  it. 

Remark.  This  is  plainly  ridiculous.  Id  a 
probable  Argument,  as  this  is,  is  it  not  fuffi- 
cient,  that  there  is  no  Proof  of  the  contrary 
in  any  one  Angle  Inftance  ? 

Refute r,  ibid.  c  Unlefs  all  and  every  of 
c  thefe  Particulars  can  be  clearly  proved,  what 
c  the  Doftor  (viz.  Mead )  has  here  faid,  muft 
<  by  no  means  be  allowed  to  be  Faft>  but  in- 
c  ftead  of  that,  overthrow  his  Argument  and 
4  his  Notion  too. 

Remark.  This  is  very  ftrange,  they  can  af¬ 
ford  no  Argument,  unlefs  the  contrary  were 
proved  j  for  if  thefe  Fafts  cannot  be  proved, 
yet  they  may  chance  to  be  true. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  4  Why  fhould  not  the  Walls 
4  of  Thoulon  be  as  well  able  to  keep  the 
s  Plague  out,  as  the  Walls  of  Mar  fellies  were 
4  to  keep  it  in?  . 

Remark.  So,  no  doubt,  they  were. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  4  We  have  no  Account,  that 
«  any  body  efcaping  from  Marfeilles ,  either 
4  forced,  or  attempted  to  force  their  Way 
4  into  fhoulon . 

Remark.  I  think  this  is  falfe*  I  have  fome 
Remembrance  of  fuch  an  Account.  But  fup- 
pofe  we  had  no  Account  of  it  5  does  that 
prove  no  body  got  into  cfhoulon ,  either  from 
Marfeilles ,  or  fome  other  Place  infefted. 
Might  it  not  be  done  fo  privately,  as  not  to 
be  known  ?  at  leaft,  is  not  this  much  more 
probable,  than  that  the  Air  fhould  preferve 
its  Purity  fo  long  after  the  Afr  of  Marfeilles , 
to  which  it  is  but  little  diftant,  was  corrupt¬ 
ed  ? 
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Refuter ,  p.  it.  4  If  the  Ferfons  efcaping 
c  were  not  difeafed,  nothing  can  be  thence  in- 
*  ferred  in  favour  of  what  the  Dodtor  has 
4  affirmed. 

Remark .  This  is  already  anfwered. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  4  I  anfwer,  if  the  Atoms  har- 
4  boured  in  a  Man’s  Cloaths  are  not  capable  of 
4  fufficient  to  infedt  that  Man,  whofe  Body 
4  they  touched,  and  that  perhaps  conftantly, 
4  or  for  many  Days  together  >  it  is  highly  im- 
4  probable,  if  not  utterly  impoffible,  that  they 
4  fhould  infedt  any  other,  much  lefs  many 
4  others. 

Remark .  I  anfwer  again,  may  not  thefe 
Atoms  be  lodged  in  a  Man’s  Cloaths  without 
touching  his  Body,  though  his  Cloaths  do  ? 
Befldes,  it  is  fufficient  if  one  Perfon  be  infedted 
by  this  means,  for  that  Perfon  will  generate  a 
new  Stock  of  Matter  of  Infedtion. 

Refuter ,  p.  iz.  4  For  as  thefe  Atoms  are 
4  fuppofed,  Ifc.  to  be  very  volatile,  they  would 
4  foon  fly  off,  £5 ?c. 

Remark.  Are  not  Scents  very  volatile?  and 
yet  they  will  not  foon  fly  out  of  Subftances 
which  imbibe  them. 

Refuter ,  p.  iz.  4  It  is  not  likely  they  (Efca- 
4  pers  from  Marfeilles )  fhould  go  to  the  adja- 
4  cent  Villages. 

Remark.  Muft  they  not  have  gone  through 
them? 

Refuter ,  p.  14.  4  The  firfl:  Mention  we  had 
4  in  ourPublick  Accounts  of  the  Plague’s  be- 
4  ing  at  Marfeilles ,  was  in  an  Article  from  Pa - 
4  risy  dated  Auguft  ioth,  N.  S. 
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Remark .  The  Journal  of  what  pafled  hi 
Mar  fellies  publiflied  by  Authority,  rfiews  the 
Plague  to  have  appeared  ftrft  about  the  End  of 
May ,  and  to  be  declared  the  Plague  at  the 
Beginning  of  July . 

Refuter ,  p.14.  c  Tn  an  Article  from  Paris , 
c  dated  Auguft  the  nft.  N.  S.  I  find  the  fol- 
4  lowing  Paflage,  "Though  the  Contagion  is  en- 
s  tirely  ceafed  at  Marfeilles,  yet  abundance  of  the 
*  meaner  fort  die  there ,  and  in  that  Neighbour - 
c  hood .  From  the  manner  of  exprefling  this 
4  Pafiage,  one  might  reafonably  imagine,  that 
4  the  Plague  had  been  fome  time  in  that 
4  Neighbourhood. 

Remark.  Is  this  reafonable  ?  In  the  firffc 
place  this  Account,  in  relation  to  Marfeilles , 
was  not  true  5  and  what  is  faid  of  the  Neigh¬ 
bourhood,  is  no  more  than  what  they  tell  us 
happened  before  any  Appearance  of  the  Plague. 

Refuter ,  p.  i  f .  4  From  what  has  been  faid, 
4  it  appears  that  the  Sickneis  was  in  the 
4  Neighbourhood  of  Marfeilles  long  before 
4  any  Perfons  found  means  to  efcape,  and  in- 
€  deed  a-lmofl:,  if  not  quite,  as  foon  as  it  was 
c  at  Marfeilles. 

Remark.  Hence  we  may  judge  of  this 
Refuter's  Reafoning  $  for  fid!  it  is  impoflible 
to  know  how  foon  any  might  make  their 
Efcape  out  of  Marfeilles  *  nor,  again,  does  it 
appear  that  the  Plague  was  fo  very  foon  fpread 
beyond  the  Territory  of  Marfeilles^  which  had 
a  Line  drawn  about  it.  It  was  the  feventh  of 
October ,  N.  S.  before  it  got  to  Aix^  as  is  faid  in 
the  London  Gazette  of  October  the  fourth,  i  jzo. 

Refuter ,  p.  1 6.  4  He  (Dr.  Mead)  fays  him* 
c  fel£  44  But  when  in  an  evil  Difpofition  of 
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a  this  (the  Air)  they  (Atoms  emitted  from  dif* 
<c  eafed  Perfons)  meet  with  the  fubtile  Parts, 
u  its  Corruption  has  generated,  by  uniting 
cc  with  them,  they  become  much  more  aCtive 
a  and  powerful,  and  likewife  more  durable 
cc  and  lading,  fo  as  to  form  an  infectious  Mat- 
*c  ter  capable  of  conveying  the  Mifchief  to  a 
u  great  Diftance  from  the  difeafed  Body,  out 
u  of  which  it  was  produced.”  6  If  this  be 
€  the  Cafe,  then  it  is  impoflible  that  either 
c  Walls  or  Lines  can  flop  the  Plague. 

Remark.  This  does  not  follow.  Has  DoCtor 
Mead  told  us,  that  the  Expreffion  great  Di¬ 
fiance  fignifies  feveral  Miles?  To  underltand 
him  right,  take  the  whole  Sentence.  Page  12. 
<c  Thefe  (viz.  aCtive  Particles  thrown  off  from 
“  fick  Perfons)  in  Peftilential  Cafes,  although 
a  the  Air  be  in  a  right  State,  will  generally 
cc  infeCt  thofe,  who  are  very  near  to  the  fick 

Perfon  3  otherwife  are  foon  difperfed  and 
tc  loft.  But  when  in  an  evil  Difpofition  of 
u  this,  &c.”  Now  the  former  part  of  this 
Sentence  fufficiently  explains  the  latter,  cited 
by  the  Refuter ,  that  when  the  Air  is  in  a  State 
which  favours  Contagion,  not  only  thofe 
who  are  about  the  Sick,  will  receive  Infec¬ 
tion,  but  fome  at  a  greater  Diftance,  fo  as  to 
caufe  the  Plague  to  fpread  by  degrees  over  a 
whole  Town,  and  even  to  elude  a  Wall,  by 
which  a  Street  may  be  blocked  up  3  and  this 
will  be  infeCting  at  a  great  Diftance,  in  com- 
parifon  of  what  it  will  do  at  other  times.  But 
it  does  not  follow  from  thence,  that  Dr  .Mead 
thought  the  InfeCtion  might  be  extended  a 
Mile  or  two  from  any  difeafed  Body  3  and  if 
£his  is  not,  it  may  be  fliut  in  by  a  Line.  This 
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Author  feems  every  where  purpofely  to  join 
Lines  and  the  walling  up  of  Streets  together, 
to  hide  the  better  the  Weaknefs  of  his  Argu¬ 
ments  3  but  they  differ  much  3  Lines  Dr.  Mead 
approves  of,  walling  up  Streets  he  muft 
diflike,  as  being  little  different  from  fhutting 
Up  Houfes. 

Refuter ,  p.  18.  4  Thus  the  Do6tor  has 
4  fhewed  a  great  many  ways  by  which  the 
4  Air  may  be  rendred  noxious,  and  occafion 
4  infeftious  Difeafes,  without  the  Concurrence 
f  of  fomething  emitted  from  difeafed  Perfons. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  has  fhewn  no  fuch 
Thing,  nor  intended  it,  of  thefe  Northern 
Countries :  He  only  fhews  what  Conffitution 
of  Air  in  all  Countries  promotes  the  Difeafe, 
and  the  Caufes  which  fir  ft  breed  it,  he  declares 
only  to  produce  that  Effe£b  in  the  hot  Coun¬ 
tries  3  for  no  more  than  this  is  proved  by  the 
Authorities  he  quotes.  And  Dr.  Mead's  De- 
fign  is  to  fhew  how  the  Plague  is  bred  origi-? 
nally  in  thofe  hot  Countries,  and  how  it  is 
transported  from  them  to  us. 

Refuter ,  §.  2.  p,  19.  4  Any  body  would  think, 
4  in  reading  his  (Dr.  Mead's)  Difcourfe,  that 
c  when  he  lays  44  Contagion  is  propagated  by 
44  three  Caufes,”  &c.  he  intended  to  affign 
4  three  diftinft  Caufes,  &c. 

Remark .  No  doubt  he  did. 

Refuter ,  p.  20.  4  And  yet  there  are  fome 
4  Paffages  of  his  Difcourfe,  which  are  utterly 
4  inconfiftent  with  this  Meaning  3  for  beftdes 
4  what  has  been  taken  Notice  of  already,  on 
4  another  Occafion  he  fays,  44  A  corrupted 
44  State  of  Air  is  without  doubt  neceffary  to 
fc  give  thefe  contagious  Atoms  their  full 
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Cc  Force” - c  Confequently  difeafed  Perlbns, 

6  or  Atoms  emitted  from  them,  cannot  pofii- 

*  bly  of  themfelves  be  the  Caufe,  or  one  dif- 
6  tindt  Caufe  of  the  Peftilence. 

Remark.  Each  of  thefe,  no  doubt,  is  a  dif- 
tindt  Caufe  *,  muft  it  therefore  follow,  that 
they  can  feparately  produce  their  Effedt  ?  cer¬ 
tainly  the  Word  diftindt  fignifies  no  fuch 
Thing.  Dr.  Mead  has  fhewn  what  Caufes  are 
concerned  in  fpreading  among  us  the  Pefti¬ 
lence,  and  treats  of  them  diftindtly  one  after 
another  in  Order,  and  aftigns  to  each  the  pro¬ 
per  Degree  of  its  Effedt.  Goods  import  the 
Contagion  firft,  infedted  Perfons  afterwards 
fpread  it,  being  aftifted  herein  by  the  ill  Qua¬ 
lities  of  the  Air,  and  likewife  by  Goods. 

Refuter ,  p.  20.  c  The  Dodtor  is  no  lefs  in- 
c  confiftent  and  contradidlory  >  for  it  is  laid, 
u  That  it  (infedtious  Matter)  may  be  convey- 
^  ed  to  a  great  Diftance”  5  c  and  yet,  in  an- 
c  other  Place  he  exprefly  afterts  the  contrary  j 

*  his  Words  are,  “that  the  Air  cannot  fpread 
“  thefe  (Atoms  emitted)  to  any  great  Dif- 
cc  tance,  if  Intercourfe  and  Commerce  with 
“  the  Place  infedted  be  ftridtly  prevented. 

Remark.  This  is  very  impertinent.  Is  the 
W ord  great  of  fo  limited  a  Signification,  that 
it  muft  always  fignify  the  fame  Number  of 
Feet  or  Paces?  is  not  theSenfe  of  it  very  va¬ 
rious,  according  to  the  various  Occafions  up¬ 
on  which  it  is  ufed  ?  In  the  firft  place,  the 
Dodtor  ufed  great  Diftance  in  refpedt  to  a 
Room,  in  the  other  in  refpedt  to  a  Town,  or 
City. 

Refuter ,  p.  21.  c  The  fecond  Part  of  this 
$  Difcourfe  proceeds  upon  a  Supposition,  that 
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c  the  Plague  may  be  kept:  off,  and  be  flopped 
4  by  Lines,  &c.  which  cannot  be  done,  if  the 
*  Caufe  be  diffufed  in  or  by  the  Air  j  there- 
4  fore,  according  to  this  Scheme,  it  can  only 
4  be  caufed  and  propagated  from  one  Perfon 
4  to  another  immediately,  without  the  Con* 
4  currence  and  help  of  the  Air. 

Remark.  This  Scheme  only  fuppofes,  that 
the  Caufe  of  the  Plague  is  not  diffufed  by  the 
Air  to  a  very  great  Diftance  from  the  Sick. 

Refuter ,  p.  zi,  zz.  4  Becaufe  none  (if  the 
Caufe  of  the  Plague  be  not  diffufed  in  or  by 
the  Air)  4  then  could  be  infeCfced,  but  fuch 
4  as  had  been  near  to  fome  difeafed  Perfon  j 
£  whereas  many  Inftances  may  be  had  from 
4  France ,  as  well  as  from  Authors,  of  People’s 
4  having  been  infefted,  though  they  had  not 
4  been  near  any  Difeafed  Perfon. 

Remark.  This,  it  feems,  defigned  for  an 
Argument  that  the  Caufe  of  the  Plague  is  fo 
widely  diffufed  by  the  Air,  that  Lines  cannot 
keep  it  in  $  but  it  does  not  fo  much  as  prove, 
that  the  infectious  Effluvia  can  be  carried  by 
the  Air  three  Yards  from  a  fick  Perfon  >  for 
found  Perfons  maybe  infefted  by  Cloaths,  or 
other  Goods,  which  have  been  near  the  Sick. 

Refuter ,  p.2,2..  c  The  Plague  is  very  fudden 

4  and  rapid  in  itsProgrefs - The  Plague  was 

4  fpread  throughout  the  whole  Town  of  Mar- 
4  fellies ,  and  from  thence  into  the  Villages  ad- 
4  jace.nt  in  fix  or  feven  Days  time  at  molt. 

Remark.  This  is  utterly  falfe>  it  appears  by 
the  Journal  before  cited,  that  it  was  above  a 
Month  in  the  Iflands  where  the  Quarantaine 
ot  the  Goods, which  brought  it,  was  perform’d, 
before  it  entered  the  Town  at  all  5  and  nrpre- 
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ovef  contradi£ls  what  was  quoted  from  the 
Publick  News  in  Page  14,  though  this  Wri¬ 
ter  is  fo  inconfiderate  as  to  refer  thereto  upon 
this  Occalionj  for  Auguft  10th,  the  Plague  was 
laid  to  have  been  in  one  Quarter  of  the  Town 
only  •,  and,  as  far  as  appears  by  thefe  Accounts, 
in  Augnft  2ift.  it  was  fo  far  from  having  fpread 
over  the  whole  Town,  that  it  was  thought  to 
have  ceafed  entirely.  Befides,  the  Journal  be¬ 
fore  cited  fhews  the  Plague  to  have  been  own¬ 
ed  a  full  Month  (viz.  from  July  8th)  before  this 
10th  of  Auguft.  Moreover,  it  is  not  faid  in  the 
forementioned  Journal,  that  the  Plague  had 
fpread  into  every  part  of  the  Town  before  the 
18th  of  Auguft)  twelve  Weeks  from  the  Time 
the  fir  ft  Perfon  died  of  the  Plague,  on  board 
Captain  Chataud's  Ship.  This  is  one  Inftance, 
among  many  others,  how  ralhly  this  Writer 
reafons. 

Refute r,  p.  z$.  ‘  If  fhutting  up  Houfes  can- 
c  not  ftop  the  Plague,  &V.  then  for  certain 
€  the  Walls  of  Towns,  or  Lines,  or  Trenches 
c  cannot  be  conceived  capable  of  doing  it. 

Remark.  Why  not?  becaufe  the  Infection 
may  be  conveyed  by  the  Air  from  one  Houfe 
to  another  contiguous  to  it,  does  that  fhew 
the  Air  can  carry  it  a  Mile  or  two. 

Refuter ,  p.  16.  *  It  follows,  that  the  In- 
c  feftion  is  not  communicated  from  lick  Per- 
c  fons  at  all. 

Remark.  This  follows,  it  feems,  from  the 
Refuter" s  having  argued  through  the  two  pre¬ 
ceding  Pages  what  Dr.  Mead  never  denied, 
but  has  fhewn  by  the  very  Arguments  this 
Writer  has  thought  lit  to  repeat  after  him, 
viz.  that  the  Plague  cannot  fpread  far  from 
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fick  Perfons  without  the  Concurrence  of  the 
Air.  But  how  does  this  Refuter* s  Confequence 
follow  from  hence?  Mull  difeafed  Perfons 
have  no  hand  in  this,  becaufe  they  cannot  do 
it  alone  ?  Cannot  this  W riter  conceive  how 
two  Caufes,  neithei*  of  themfelves  fufficient, 
may  by  uniting  produce  an  Effeft  ? 

R.efuter ,  §.3.  p.27.  Q  It  is  not  conceivable 
*  it  (conveying  the  Plague  from  one  Country 
to  another)  6  can  be  done  by  Land  5  becaufe 
4  Perfons  fick  of  the  Plague  can  neither  have 
4  Difpofition  nor  Ability  to  travel  by  Land. 

Remark .  This  Blunder  I  have  already  obvi¬ 
ated. 

Refuter ,  p.  27.  c  And  though  the  Sick  may 
4  travel  with  more  Eafe  by  Sea,  yet,  &c. 

Remark .  This  Argument  is  like  the  other. 
May  not  thofe  of  the  Ship,  who  efcape  the 
Infeftion,  efcape  it  by  their  particular  Difpo¬ 
fition  to  refill:  the  Contagion  $  and  yet  may 
they  not  carry  the  Infeftion  in  their  Cloaths  to 
others,  who  enjoy  not  fuch  a  Difpofition  ? 

Refuter ,  p.28.  6  But  in  Cafe  any  of  the 
4  Ship’s  Crew  fhould  be  feized  before  its  De« 
4  parture  from  the  Place  inlefted*  yet  after  its 
4  Departure,  even  according  to  what  the 
4  Doftor  fays,  the  Sicknefs  can  go  no  farther, 
4  unlefs  we  fuppofe  the  fame  corrupted  State  of 
4  Air  to  be  continued  all  the  way. 

Remark .  This  is  not  according  to  what 
Dr.  Mead  fays,  but  the  contrary.  Dr.  Mead 
does  not  fay,  a  corrupted  State  of  Air  is  ne~ 
ceflary  for  thefe  infeftious  Particles  to  aft  at 
all,  but  only  to  give  them  full  Force,  fo  as  to 
fpread  the  Sicknels  over  a  whole  Town  or 
Country  3  for,  on  the  contrary  he  fays,  they 
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may  infefl:  fuch  as  are  near  the  Side,  tho’ 
the  Air  be  in  a  right  State  3  and  all  in  a  Ship 
are  very  near  together. 

Refuter ,  p.  zp.  6  It  (the  Plague)  cannot  be 
4  communicated  in  a  Country  where  the  Cli- 
4  mate  or  Qualities  of  the  Air  are  different 
4  from  thofe,  by  the  Concurrence  of  which 
4  the  Plague  had  been  produced. 

Remark .  How  does  this  appear  univerfally  ? 
If  this  Author  means  Qualities  quite  different, 
the  Plague  will  not  be  fpread  3  if  he  means 
only  different  in  Degree,  it  may. 

Refuter ,  p.  30,  31.  4  Now  befides  other 
4  bad  Qualities  of  the  Air,  it  has  been  gene- 
4  rally  obferved,  there  goes  before,  or  accom- 
4  panies  the  Plague  in  thofe  Countries,  great 
4  and  continued  Heat,  or  Heat  and  Moifture 
4  together,  fuch  Heat,  for  Inftance,  as  the 
4  Nature  of  our  Climate  cannot  admit  of. 

Remark.  Not  indeed  in  fo  great  a  Degree  3 
but  does  it  appear  that  thefe  ill  Qualities  are 
required  in  as  great  a  Degree,  to  promote 
Infe6fion,  as  to  breed  the  Plague  at  fir  ft  ? 
this  is  nothing  likely :  Therefore  our  Air  may 
fometimes  poffefs  the  ill  Qualities  requifite  in 
a  Degree  fufficient  to  promote  this  Contagion, 
when  imported.  Dr.  Mead  allows  our  Air  not 
to  be  corrupted  fo  eminently  as  that  of  Afri- 
ca ,  and  therefore  the  Plague  never  originally 
is  bred  in  thefe  Parts. 

Refuter ,  p.  3Z.  4  If  the  Plague  had  fpread 
4  it  felf  through  China,  the  Eafi- Indies,  Syria , 

4  Turkey,  /Egypt,  Greece,  Africa - now  as 

4  thefe  Countries  are  vaftly  diftant  and  re* 

4  mote,  it  is  abfurd  to  imagine  the  Plague 
4  could  be  fpread  thro’  fo  great  Part  of  the 
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c  World  in  fo  fhort  a  Space  of  Time,  not  by 
c  Means  of  the  Air,  but  by  a  Communication 
c  fromPerfon  to  Perfon  only? 

Remark .  Do  not  every  one  of  thefe  Coun¬ 
tries  border  upon  fome  one  of  the  reft? 

Refuter ,  p.  32.  4  i\.nd  as  there  is  not  a  con- 
c  tinual  current  Commerce  between  them. 

Remark .  Not  between  thofe  moft  diftant 
from  each  other  $  but  no  doubt  there  was 
enough  for  this  Purpofe  between  thofe  that 
were  next  contiguous. 

Refuter ,  p.  3  f .  c  Here  we  fee  it  is  declared 
6  contrary  to  what  Dr.  Mead  fays,  that  this 
c  Difeafe  {viz.  Sweating  Sicknefs)  was  not  fo- 
4  reign. 

Remark .  This  indeed  feems  to  be  Dr.  Keyes's 
Opinion,  though  he  does  not  exprefly,  in  the 
Paflage  here  quoted,  fay  that  *,  yet  flnce  he 
informs  us  fome  were  of  another  Mind,  why 
may  not  likewife  Dr.  Mead?  Is  Keyes' s  Opini¬ 
on  an  undeniable  Proof? 

Refuter ,  p.  36.  4  It  does  not  follow,  that  it 
4  ever  entred  into  their  Thoughts  that  it  was 
4  brought  from  the  Siege  of  Rhodes. 

Remark.  Perhaps  the  Paflage  quoted  by  this 
Writer  from  Dr.  Keyes  does  not  ftri&ly  prove 
what  Dr.  Mead  fays  >  but  there  is  another  Paf- 
fage  .in  that  Author,  which  does  prove  it.  In 
p.  fj,  f4.  Nov.  Edit,  there  are  thefe  Words, 
4  Sed  demus  Trojano,  Cantabrico,  aut  Rhodi- 
4  enft  hello  ( uti  fufpicantur  quidam)  non  Bri- 
•  4  tannico  folo  morhum  hunc  natum  ejfe :  Grant 
4  this  Difeafe  to  have  taken  its  Birth  at  the 
4  Trojan ,  Cantabrian ,  or  Rhodian  War  (as  fome 
4  fufpedb)  and  not  in  the  Britijh  Soil.’  Now 
is  it  not  evident,  that  they  who  fuppofed  the 
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Difcafe  not  to  have  had  its  Birth  here,  muft 
of  neceflity  fuppofe  it  tranfported  from  fome 
Place  of  its  Birth,  and  certainly  from  Rhodes , 
where  it  was  no  longer  than  four  Years  be- 
fore  ? 

Refuter ,  §.4.  p.  3 6.  4  He  (Dr.  Mead )  has 
4  no  where  clearly  or  exprefly  declared,  what 
4  it  is  that  Goods  receive  and  convey,  whe- 
4  ther  it  be  the  Poifon  fuppofed  by  him  to  be 
4  generated  in  the  Eaftern  and  Southern  Parts, 
4  or  whether  it  be  fomething  emitted. 

Remark.  It  is  no  matter  which,  for  both 
will  have  the  fame  Effe£t. 

Refuter ,  p.  37.  4  As  our  Trade  with  Turkey 
4  has  very  much  encreafed  fince  the  Y  ear  i66f, 
4  we  ought  to  have  had  more  frequent  Re- 
4  turns  of  the  Plague  flnce  that  Time,  than 
4  before. 

Remark.  This  does  not  follow  >  for  the  Ab¬ 
le  nee  of  the  requifite  ill  State  of  Air  is  fuffi- 
cient  to  prevent  that. 

Refuter ,  p.  37.  4  If  Goods  are  fo  fufceptible 
4  and  retentive  of  Infe&ion,  as  the  Notion 
c  fuppofes,  then  fuch  Perfons  as  firfl:  unpack 
4  and  open  Goods  brought  from  infe<5ted  Places, 
c  would  very  often  have  been  infefted  thereby. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  does  not  fay  how  fufcep¬ 
tible  they  are  >  but  only  that  they  are  fo  fuf- 
ceptible  as  fometimes  to  occaflon  the  Mifchief. 
And  if  this  be  but  feldom,  yet  the  Confe- 
quence  is  fo  fatal,  that  we  ought  always  to 
guard  againfl:  it. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  If  it  be  admitted,  that  In- 
4  feftion  is  conveyed  into  them  (Goods)  by 
4  means  of  the  Air,  then  Walls,  Lines,  and 
4  Quarantaines  muft  be  ufekfs. 
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Remark.  This  at  mofl  will  only  {hew  thefe 
Things  ufelefs  in  the  Places,  where  the  Goods 
receive  their  Infedtion,  and  not  where  they  are 
afterwards  brought. 

Refuter ,  p.  38.  4  The  Europeans  fometimes 
4  have  not  been  infedted  in  Turkey ,  when  the 
4  Plague  has  raged  there  among  the  Natives. 

Remark.  Becaufe  they  either  remove  out  of 
the  Way  of  it,  or  fhut  themfelves  up  j  but  at 
Smyrna  the  French  Merchants,  who  ufe  not 
that  Caution,  do  feldom  efcape  it. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  4  Nay,  Dr.  Mead  fays  him- 
4  felf,  that  all  Plagues  do  not  indifferently  af- 
4  fedfc  all  Kinds  of  living  Creatures.  Whence 
4  it  may  be  inferred,  that  the  Caufe  of  the 
4  Plague  is  not  one  and  the  fameThing,  &V. 

Remark.  This  only  fhews,  that  the  Plague 
Men  are  fubjedt  to,  and  that  which  affedts 
other  Animals,  is  not  the  fame. 

Refuter ,  p.  39.  4  Plagues  happening  at  dif- 
4  ferent Times,  though  in  the  fame  Country, 

4  have  been  obferved  to  vary  very  much  in 
4  their  Symptoms. 

Remark.  Not  more  than  the  different  Kinds 
of  Small  Pox  differ  5  excepting  only  the  Sweat¬ 
ing  Sicknefs,  in  which  Dr.  Mead  fuppofes  the 
Nature  of  the  Contagion  to  be  altered  by  the 
Quality  of  the  Air  it  met  with. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  4  The  Sweating  Sicknefs  here 
4  in  England  was  as  different  from  the  laft 
4  Plague  we  had  in  1 6<5y,  as  any  two  Diflem- 
4  pers  can  well  be. 

Remark.  Perhaps  not  quite  fo  different  >  for 
they  were  both  more  mortal  than  any  other 
Diftempers  ever  are.  But  even  fuppofe  the 
Sweating  Sicknefs  had  not  the  fame  Original 
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as  the  Plague,  it  only  follows,  that  Quaran- 
taines  may  not  therefore  keep  out  the  Sweat¬ 
ing  Sicknefs,  not  that  they  will  not  keep  out 
the  common  Plague. 

Refuter ,  p.  39.  4  If  the  Caufe  of  the  Difr 
6  eafe  was  a  fpecifick '  Poifon,  &c.  the  fame 
€  Methods  would  at  all  times  be  found  ufe- 
4  fill. 

Remark.  This  is  no  Confequence,  any  more 
than  that  the  fame  Methods  fhould  always  be 
ufeful  in  the  Small  Pox  >  both  Diftempers  muft 
be  treated  differently,  when  they  are  in  a  lefs 
Degree,  from  what  they  muft  be  when  in  a 
greater. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  The  fame  bad  Qualities  of 
4  Air  as  are  neceffary  to  put  the  Seeds  of  Con- 
4  tagion  into  Aftion  in  their  native  Climate, 

4  muft  undoubtedly  be  neceffary  in  any  other 
4  Climate,  which  is  not  natural  to  them  j  but 
4  the  fame  bad  Qualities  of  Air  are  never  like 
4  to  happen  in  England ,  and  therefore,  £ 5V. 

Remark .  This  is  already  anfwered  $  for  the 
fame  bad  Qualities  do  occur  here,  tho’  in  a  left 
Degree. 

Refuter,  p.40.  4  Hodges,  Bellini,  and  others, 
4  have  taken  Notice  of  certain  Signs,  that  are 
4  wont  to  precede  the  breaking  out  of  the 
4  Plague.  We  may  judge  from  them  of  the 
4  evil  Difpofition  and  Tendency  of  the  Air* 
4  but  they  cannot  poffibly  be  fuppofed  to  pre- 
4  fignify,  that  a  Ship  is  coming  from  "Turkey 
4  with  a  Bale  of  infefted  Goods. 

Remark ,  Here  this  Refuter  feems  to  depart 
a  little  from  his  affe&ed  Gravity.  But  we  ftiall 
anfwer  with  great  Sobriety,  that  they  fhew 
therefore  only,  that  if  Contagion  fhould  be 
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imported  by  any  means,  the  Plague  will  be 
like  to  follow  $  but  thele  Signs  are  not  infal¬ 
lible  Marks  of  the  Plague’s  certain  coming. 

Refuter ,  p.  41*  c  They  write  from  thence 
(viz.  Smyrna)  they  never  enjoyed  abetter 
State  of  Health.  Thus,  it  is  feen,  Plagues 

*  will  not  be  carried  from  Place  to  Place. 
Remark .  This  Page  only  {hews  the  prefent 

Air  of  Smyrna  not  difpofed  to  receive  Con¬ 
tagion. 

Refuter ,  p.  41.  c  The  other  is  an  Account 
1  from  Boccacio  of  two  Hogs,  which  died 
€  within  an  Hour  after  they  had  torn  with 
c  their  Teeth,  &c.  fome  Rags  which  came 

*  from  a  Man  dead  of  the  Sicknefs.  It  is 
c  very  probable,  thefe  Hogs  had  before  re- 
€  ceived  the  Difeafe,  &c. 

Remark.  This  is  a  very  bold  way  of  eluding 
an  Argument.  How  is  this  probable,  unleis 
other  Hogs  had  likewife  been  found  to  be  in- 
fedted  ? 

Refute^  §.f.  p.  44.  4  Now  if  it  be  likely, 
c  that  in  Winter  the  Contagion  may  not  be 
c  taken  out  of  Goods,  &c.  then  Quarantaines 
4  in  Winter  will  be  a  very  precarious  and  un- 

4  certain  Means,  if  they  are  not  altogether  ufe- 
4  left. 

Remark.  What  does  this  prove?  that  Qua* 
rantaines  in  Winter  are  not  to  be  enjoined? 
Does  it  not  rather  prove,  that  no  Goods 
fhould  be  di (miffed  out  of  Quarantaine  during 
the  Winter?  But  what  if  this  Warmth  of 
Summer  may  be  fupplied  at  the  eafy  Rate  of 
making  Fires  in  the  Lazaretto* s . 

Refuter ,  p.44.  4  If  the  Perfons,  who  firft 
%  unpack  the  Goods  coming  from  infedfed 
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&  Places  in  the  Lazaretto's  Abroad,  are  never 
c  injured  thereby  $  and  I  cannot  hear  of  any 
£  Inflance  that  they  ever  have. 

Remark ,  The  Journal  of  what  pafled  at 
Marfeilles  affords  more  than  one  undeniable 
Inftance  hereof 

Refuter ,  p.  44.  *  The  enforcing  Quaran- 
c  taines  will  certainly  and  inevitably  encreafe 
Q  the  Running  of  Goods  j  by  which  means  we 
6  may  be  as  much  expofed  to  the  Plague, 
c  as  if  Quarantaines  were  not  enjoined. 

Remark.  Not  fo  much,  unlefs  all  the 
Goods  are  run,  fo  that  none  perform  Quaran- 
taine.  Befides  this  only  relates  to  one  Cafes 
for  Quarantaines  are  ofteneft  enjoined,  in  re¬ 
gard  of  Places  from  whence  Goods  are  fcarce 
ever  run  :  Which  is  even  the  prefent  Cafe  5 
for  the  Plague  is  not  at  prefent  in  any  of  the 
Ports  in  France ,  to  which  the  Owlets  Trade. 

Refuter ,  p.  4f .  c  Such  Goods  as  are  clan- 
c  deftinely  run  on  Shore,  will  probably  be 
\  kept  more  clofe  (that  is,  than  Goods  not 
run)  c  and  therefore  be  the  more  likely  to  re- 
c  tain  the  Infection. 

Remark.  Will  hiding  Goods  in  a  Cellar  or 
other  obfcure  Place,  caufe  them  to  retain  In¬ 
fection  longer  than  fhutting  them  up  in  a 
Warehoufe?  But  what  has  the  length  of 
Time  to  do,  in  which  Goods  brought  here 
may  retain  their  infectious  Qualities?  if  they 
retain  them  but  long  enough  to  infeft  one 
Perfon,  they  have  done  all  the  Mifchief  we 
need  to  fear  from  them. 

Refuter ,  p.4f.  §.4.  If [Lazarettoes^  & c. 
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Remark .  This  Article  only  {hews,  that 
Goods  when  firft  brought  into  a  Lazaretto , 
fhould  not  be  promifcuoufly  mixed  with  thole, 
which  have  before  been  airing ;  nor  Perfons  at 
their  firft  coming  be  permitted  freely  to  con- 
verfe  with  thofe,  who  have  been  there  fome 
Time. 

Refuter ,  p.4 <5.  c  If  the  Seeds  of  Contagion 
4  can  be  brought  by  Perfons  and  Goods,  then 
«  the  making  Lazaretto's  muft  be  ere&ing  and 
4  eftablifhing  fo  many  Storehoufes  or  Semina- 
c  ries  of  Contagion. 

Remark.  For  this  Reafon  Dr.  Mead  dire&s 
them  to  be  built  remote  from  any  Habitations 
in  fmall  Iflands.  But  befides,  theTe  Lazaretto's 
will  not  be  fo  very  replete  with  infe&ious 
Matter,  as  is  here  fancied,  fince  the  Goods 
brought  into  them  are  but  feldom  infefted. 

Refuter ,  p.  47.  c  By  the  Motion  of  the 
«  Air,  they  (the  Seeds  of  Contagion  difcharg- 
ed  from  Goods  in  a  Lazaretto)  6  may  be  con- 
c  veyed  farther  and  farther,  fo  as  to  fpread 
«  the  Infection  not  only  all  over  the  Lazaret - 
c  to ,  but  likewife  to  the  adjacent  Villages. 

Remark .  Dr.  Mead  has  ihewn,  that  thefe 
Seeds  of  Contagion  are  fcarce  ever  fpread  fo 
far. 

Refuter ,  p.  47.  c  And  we  find  in  fa£t  they 
(Quarantaines)  c  are  not  fufficient  for  keeping 
*  off  the  Plague. 

Remark.  Thefe  Fa£ts  only  ftiew  them  not 
to  be  infallible,  but  do  not  {hew  them  to  be 
never  effe£tual.  And  all  that  follows  in  Page 
48,  is  of  the  fame  kind.  And  that  they  are 
moftly  effectual,  appears,  that  by  a  careful 
Obfervance  of  Quarantaines,  the  European 
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Coafl:  of  the  Mediterranean  is  much  feldomef 
infedted  than  tire  African  fide.  Befides,  this  is 
farther  confirmed  from  hence,  that  the Morea^ 
when  in  the  Hands  of  the  Venetians ,  by  thefe 
Means,  is  rarely  vifited  wfith  the  Plague  >  but 
when  in  Pofiefilon  of  the  'Turks* ,  it  does  not 
efcape  Infedlion  for  three  Years  together: 
Which  cannot  arife  from  the  Poverty  of  the 
Inhabitants,  when  they  are  fiibjedt  to  the 
I’urk)  Exceeding  what  it  is  when  they  are  un¬ 
der  the  Venetian  y  or  atly  Fears  and  Confirma¬ 
tions  they  are  more  fubj eel  to  in  the  firftCafe, 
than  in  the  latter }  which  are  the  only  great 
Caufes  fuppofed  by  Dr.  Pye  to  enforce  a  Pef- 
tilehtial  State  of  Air  5  by  reafon  it  will  be  ea- 
fily  allowed,  that  no  Government  is  harder 
upon  their  common  Subjects,  than  that  of  Ve~ 
nice .  See  Dr.  Pye' s  Second  Part,  p.  1  <5,  17. 

Refuter ,  p.49.  4  As  to  burning  of  Ships  or 
4  Goods,  that  can  never  be  of  any.  Service, 

4  &c.  for  whatever  infectious  Matter  may  re- 
4  fide  in  the  Ships  or  Goods,  the  Heat  of  the 
4  Fire  will  neceflarily  throw  it  all  at  once  in- 
4  to  the  Air,  &c. 

Remark.  This  only  fhews,  that  thefe  Things 
fhould  be  burnt  at  a  great  Diftance  from  any 
Habitations  5  and  perhaps  that  the  Perfons 
concerned  in  it  fhould  be  obliged  to  a  Qua- 
rantaine  afterwards. 

Refuter ,  §.  6.  p.f  o. 4  But  let  it  be  fuppofed,  that 
4  Quarantaines  could  be  enforced,  io  as  to  be- 
4  come  an  effeftual  Means  of  Security }  I  am 
4  perfuaded  it  might  ftill  be  made  appear,  it 
4  would  not  be  for  the  Xntereft:  of  this  Nation 
4  to  enforce  them. 
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Remark .  I  need  fay  little  of  this  whole  See- 
tion  j  for  I  am  perfuaded  the  moft  interefted 
Trader  cannot  think  there  is  any  thing  in  it. 
I  fhall  only  afk,  whether  any  one  in  his  right 
Mind  can  imagine,  that  from  the  Time  of  the 
laft  Plague  to  this  very  Hour,  the  Number  of 
Families  brought  to  Poverty  merely  by  Qua- 
rantaines,  if  there  have  indeed  been  any  fuch, 
is  any  way  to  be  mentioned  or  compared  with 
the  Number  deftroyed  in  that  one  Year  by  the 
Plague,  in  the  City  of  London  only  ? 

Refuter ,  §.7.  p.  yy. 4  The  Doctor  (Dr.  Mead) 
6  fuppofes,  that  the  Winter  Seafon  does  fup- 
c  prels  it  (the  Plague  *  )  but  this  could  never 
*  be,  if  the  Caufe  proceeded  from  lick  Per* 
c  fons. 

Remark .  What  does  this  prove  ?  By  the 
fame  Argument  might  be  proved,  that  the  Ta¬ 
rantula^  the  noted  venomous  Spider  in  fome 
Parts  of  Italy  is  not  really  venomous,  becaufe 
its  Bite  produces  ill  Effects  only  ill  the  hot 
Seafon,  and  not  in  the  Winter. 

Refuter ,  p.  ff.  4  According  to  this  No- 
4  tion,  every  fick  Perfon  muft  emit  vaftly 
c  more  of  Peftilential  Matter,  than  he  had  re- 
c  ceivei 

Remark.  What  if  he  does  ?  it  is  fuppofed, 
that  the  Juices  of  every  fick  Perfon’s  Body  are, 
fome  Part  of  them,  corrupted  into  this  conta¬ 
gious  Matter. 

Refuter ,  p.  yy.  4  And  the  Quantity  of  Pefti- 
4  lential  Matter  emitted  muft  be  immenfly 

4  great.  * 

Remark.  The  impertinent  Calculations 
which  here  follow,  conclude  no  more  againft 
a  fick  Perfon  being  infeftious,  than  they 
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would  do  againft  a  Rofe  having  a  Scent  $  for 
a  Rofe  will  have  emitted  Matter  enough  fc  r 
as  many  Perfons  to  have  fmelt,  as  here  a  fick 
Perfon  is  fuppofed  capable  of  infedting.  And 
was  the  Odour  venomous  and  deadly,  as  is  faid 
offome  Poifons,  as  many  Perfons  would  be  kil¬ 
led  by  it. 

Refute r,  p.f6.  c  IftheCaufeof  theDifeafe 
4  was  thus  transmitted,  £s?e.  it  is  not  eafy  to 
4  conceive  how  the  Plague,  when  once  it  had 
4  feized  any  Place,  fhould  ever  ceafe,  but  with 
4  the  Deftrudtion  of  all  the  Inhabitants. 

Remark.  Dr.  Mead  {hews  how  this  is  to  be 
conceived  )  viz.  by  fuppofing  the  ill  Qualities 
of  the  Air,  whofe  Concurrence  he  proves  ne- 
cellary  to  Spread  the  Difeafe,  to  be  corrected, 
and  the  Air  to  be  reftored  to  a  healthful  State.) 

Refuter ,  p.  fj.  4  The  Dodtor  has  not  told 
4  us,  what  he  means  precifely  by  a  corrupted 
4  State  of  Air>  which,  methinks,  he  fhould 
4  have  done. 

Remark.  Methinks  he  needed  not.  The 
Cafe  is  thus :  Perfons  difeafed  of  the  Plague 
have  been  obferved  to  infedt  others,  and  that 
the  Plague,  when  it  enters  any  Place,  by  this 
means  Spreads  from  Houfe  to  Houfe,  and  from 
Street  to  Street)  notwithstanding  which,  time 
Plague  afterwards  {hall  abate  and  go  off,  as 
if  its  infectious  Quality  were  gone.  This 
Dr.  Mead  obferves  to  prove,  that  fome  ill 
Quality  of  the  Air  is  required  to  adt  in  Con- 
jundtion  with  the  infedtious  Effluvia  to  male  - 
them  fully  contagious)  but  this  does  not  {hew 
what  that  ill  Quality  precifely  is)  and  there-* 
fore  Dr.  Mead  was  not  obliged  to  fay  any 
thing  about  it. 
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Ref uter7  p.  yS.  c  And  all  SicknefTes,  which 
c.  are  general  and  deadly,  are,  properly  fpeak- 
6  ing,  Plagues. 

Remark.  They  are  not  always,  properly 
fpeaking.  Plagues.  But  this  Author  has  fliewn 
himfelf,  throughout  thisDifcourfe,  very  igno¬ 
rant  of  what  Phyficians  have  writ  of  this  Dif- 
eafe,  and  if  he  has  read  at  all,  has  certainly 
read  without  any  manner  of  Judgment. 

Ref uter,  ibid.  c  How  does  it  appear,  that 
c  thefe  Atoms  emitted  from  lick  Perfons  have 
£  any  Share  or  Concern  in  the  Affair?  This 
£  the  Dodlor  fhould  have  fhewn. 

Remark.  It  was  needlefs  j  it  having  been  al¬ 
ready  eftablifhed  by  the  Observation  of  Men  in 
almoft  all  Times  and  Places. 

Re  fitter ,  p.  6 1 .  c  If,  for  Example,  it  fhould 
c  be  faid,  that  the  Touch  of  a  feventh  Son 
6  will  cure  the  Rheumatifm,  or  any  other  Ail- 
6  ment  5  it  would  be  thought  enough  to  an- 
c  fwer,  that  feveral  Perfons  having  tried  it, 
£  had  found  no  Benefit  thereby. 

Remark.  This  is  not  enough  >  the  conclu- 
five  Argument  again  ft  this,  or  any  fuch  Con¬ 
ceit,  mu  ft  be,  that  much  the  greateft  Part|(of 
thofe  who  have  tried,  have  found  no  Bene¬ 
fit. 

Refuter,  p.  6z.  c  If  it  be  farther  urged, 
Q  that  though  fome  Perfons  have  been  near  the 
£  Sick,  and  have  not  been  infedted,  this  may 
6  be  attributed  to  the  Strength  and  Vigour  of 
£  their  Conftitutions  I  anfwer,  it  has  never 
c  been  remarked,  that  fuch  only  have  efcaped. 

Remark .  This  is  perverting  a  true  Anfwer 
into  a  ridiculous  one.  This  is  never  afcribed 
to  a  general  State  of  found  Health  and 
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Strength,  but  always  to  fome  more  fecret  Difi 
pofition  contrary  to  the  noxious  Vapour.  And 
that  this  is  no  extravagant  Suppofition,  every 
Day’s  Experience  fhews  us  in  the  Cafe  of  the 
Small  Pox  *  for  every  one  who  has  once  paf- 
fed  thro’  that  Diftemper,  has  afterwards  got 
a  Difpofition  by  which  he  is  ever  after  pro- 
tefted  from  Infeftion  by  it,  whether  he  re¬ 
main  of  a  ftrong  or  of  a  weak  Conftitution  $ 
and  no  reafon  can  be  given,  why  fome  may 
not  naturally  have,  in  refpedt  to  the  Plague, 
what  all  acquire  in  regard  to  the  Small  Pox, 
by  going  through  the  Difeafe. 

Refuter ,  §.8.  p.  <54. 4  When  People  die,  either 
4  they  have  not  at  all  difcharged  it  (the  Mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Difeafe)  4  or  not  in  any  great  Quan- 
4  tity  y  for  if  they  had  they  would  recover. 

Remark.  Whyfo?  May  not  a  very  great 
Quantity  be  difcharged,  and  yet  enough  re¬ 
tained  to  kill  ? 

Refuter y  p,  6 4,  6f.  4  It  (the  Matter  of  the 
Sicknefs)  4  is  never  fo  (by  infenfible  Perfpira- 
tion,  or  by  Breathing)  4  difcharg’d.  This  is 
4  evident,  becaufe  fick  Perfons  are  never  re- 
4  covered  by  means  of  an  increafed  Perfpira- 
4  tion,  or  by  Breathing,  nor  do  they  ever  find 
4  Relief  thereby. 

Remark.  This  is  boldly  faid  -y  but  how  does 
it  appear,  that  no  Relief  is  had  this  Way, 
may  not  all  who  recover  perfpire  more  than 
ufual?  There  is  no  Xnftanee  indeed  of  any 
being  recovered  by  infenfible  Perlpiration  only. 
Perhaps  this  is  never  fufficient  to  carry  off  the 
whole  of  the  Difeafe.  But  does  not  Dr.  Sy¬ 
denham  teach  us,  that  violent  Sweating  is  the 
very  beft  Cure  of  it  ? 

Refuter , 
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Refuter ,  p.  67.  c  Nudes  and  fuch  as  have 

conftantly  attended  on  the  Sick,  have  efca? 
f  ped  much  better  than  any  others. 

Remark .  This  is  a  hardy  AlTertion  to  be  fet 
down  thus  without  Proof.  If  it  is  true,  per¬ 
haps  the  Obfervation  of  Biemerhroek  will  ex¬ 
plain  it,  That  in  the  Plague  at  Nimeguen  old 
People  efcaped  better  than  others. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  *  Some  of  the  Anticnts  pre- 
c  fcribed  Amulets  of  Arfenic,  &c. 

Remark .  This  is  a  Blunder,  in  miffcaking 
Barfim ,  intheTranflators  of  the  Arabian  Phy- 
iicians,  for  De  Arfenic 0  ,  which  Dr.  Mead  has 
long  fince  iliewn  the  Folly  of.  EJJay  on  Poi- 
fons ,  p.  126. 

Refuter,  p.  68.  £  Other  violent  Fevers,  efpe- 
c  dally  fuch  as  are  termed  Putrid,  proceed  in 
‘  the  fame  Way  and  Manner  as  Plague- 

Fevers. 

Remark .  Thefe  Fevers  do  never  produce 
either  Peftilential  Buboes,  or  Carbuncles,  with¬ 
out  which  this  Writer  has  but  three  Pages  be¬ 
fore  (p.6y.y  affirmed  no  one  in  France  to  have 
recovered  of  the  Plague.  This  then  is  another 
Contradiction. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  In  all  the  more  violent  Fe- 
6  vers,  thofe  Glands,  (viz.  of  the  Mouth)  are 
c  always  empty,  whence  the  Mouth  is  dry 
*  and  clammy. 

Remark .  This  Drinefs  proceeds  not  from 
the  Emptinefs  of  thofe  Glands,  but  from  the 
Tenacity  of  the  Juices,  by  which  the  Glands 
are  ftuft.  *■  ' 

Refuter ,  p .69.  c  As  to  thofe  who  die,  the 

\  Difeafe  may  be  laid  to  have  no  latter  End. 

)  .■  .  ..  ''  '  •  ,• 
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Remark.  But  very  abfurdly;  for  is  not  die 
Difeafe  ended,  when  the  Perfon  is  dead  ?  and 
if  fo,  is  not  a  little  before  Death  the  latter 
End  of  it?  But  let  Dr.  Mead  explain  himfelf^ 
who  in  hi sEJfay  on  Poifons  ufes  (in  p.  174.)  the 
Phrafe  here  quibbled  upon,  and  in  p.  i/f .  this 
other  Expreffion,  the  lafi  Moments ,  nearly  in 
the  fame  Senfe. 

Re futer ,  ibid.  4  All  malignant  Fevers  are 
4  laid  to  throw  off  thefe  Particles. 

Remark.  What  Particles  ?  not  infectious  $ 
they  are  only  called  by  Dr.  Mead  aCtive  j  but 
in  Peltilential  Cafes  they  are  indeed  infectious, 
as  Dr.  Mead  rightly  diftinguifhes,  at  p.  iz.  of 
his  Difcourfi ,  which  is  the  Place  here  refer¬ 
red  to  by  this  Ref  liter. 

Ref uter,  ibid.  4  If  Difeafes  difcharged  by 
4  Buboes  can  be  communicated  in  the  Way 
4  I  have  been  confidering,  the  Venereal  Difeafe 
4  would  be  fo  communicated. 

Remark.  This,  fure,  is  the  Mafterpiece  of 
this  Writer’s  Reafoning  3  for  he  is  here  more 
than  ordinarily  unhappy  in  the  Choice  of  his 
Inftance,  the  Difeafe  he  mentions  being  it  felf 
infectious  :  And  furely  the  meaneft  Capacity 
might  have  feen  it  not  to  be  improbable,  that 
if  there  is  one  Diflemper  that  often  difcovers 
it  felf  by  Buboes,  and  is  infectious  in  a  certain 
Degree  5  there  may  be  alfo  another  Difeafe,  at¬ 
tended  likewife  with  Buboes,  that  may  be  in¬ 
fectious  in  a  Hill  greater  Degree,  and  that  the 
Plague  is  generally  thought  to  be. 

Refuter,  p.69.  4  But  it  is  very  manifeft  the 
4  Venereal  Difeafe  is  not  infectious  to  the 
4  By-ftanders,  nor  by  Conrad,  except  Vene- 
4  real 
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Remark.  This  is  nor  fa  *,  for  Children  and 
their  Nuifes  will  communicate  this  Difeafe  to 
each  other. 

Refuter ,  p.  7 o.  c  If  Plague-Sicknefles,  dif- 
c  charged  by  Sweat,  can  therefore  be  commu- 
c  nicated  to  Perfons  near,  all  other  Sicknefles 
4  difcharged  that  way  would  be  infedtious 
c  too. 

Remark.  This  is  no  Confequence  $  Plagues 
do  not  feize  on  others,  becaufe  fuch  as  are  lick 
of  them  have  Difcharges  by  Sweat,  but  by 
reafon  fuch  Difcharges  are  infectious. 

Refuter ,  §.  p.  p.70.  c  If  any  kind  of  Mat- 
c  ter,  Venom,  or  Poifon,  is  capable  of  produ- 
c  cing  a  Difeafe,  which  can  be  communicated 
c  to  others,  &c.  Sublimate,  Mercury,  Arfe- 
x  nic,  the.  Venom  of  Vipers,  or  of  mad  Dogs, 
6  &c.  would  caufe  fuch  Sicknefles. 

Remark .  How  does  it  appear ,  becaufe  fome 
Poifons  will  do  this,  therefore  all  mull:  ?  By 
the -fame  way  of  Reafoning  it  would  follow, 
that  Opium  does  not  kill  by  inducing  Sleep  * 
becaufe  Sublimate,  Mercury,  Arfenic,  the  Ve¬ 
nom  of  Vipers,  or  of  Mad  Dogs,  &c.  which 
are  all  Poifons  as  well  as  Opium,  have  not  that 
Effect. 

Refuter ,  ibid.  c  If  any  kind  of  Damps,  Va- 
c  pours,  or  Effluvia ,  are  capable  of  producing 
c  an  infectious  Sicknefs,  then  Chymical  Ef- 
c  fluvia ,  or  the  Damps  and  Vapours  of 
c  Mines,  or  Pits,  &v.  would  caufe  fuch  Sick- 
c  nefs. , 

Remark.  This  is  no  better  Reafoning  than 
the  former. 

Refuter ,  p.71.  c  The  Mortality  at  the  Af- 
c  fize  at  Oxford ,  &c.  was  certainly,  for  the 
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£  Extent  of  it,  one  of  the  mofl  cruel  and 
c  deadly  Peftilences,  &c.  and  yet  they  ( the 
Perfons  infeded)  c  did  not  communicate  the 
*  Sicknefs  to  any  other. 

Remark ,  This  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
the  true  Plague;  for  there  is  no  Account  of 
any  Peftilential  Tumors  or  Carbuncles  appear-* 
ing  upon  any  feized ;  no  wonder  therefore  if 
it  was  not  fo  infectious. 

In  the  foregoing  Remarks  I  have  made  fticfl 
Obfervations  on  Dr.  Mead's  and  Dr.  Rye' s  Per¬ 
formances,  and  that  fometimes  by  comparing 
them  together,  as  I  queftion  not  but  every  in¬ 
different  Reader  will  thence  be  able  to  per¬ 
ceive  how  very  fhort  the  latter  has  fallen,  in 
making  good  what  he  boaited  in  the  Title- 
Page  of  his  Pamphlet,  that  he  had  refuted 
Dr.  Mead's  Notions.  This  is  particularly  ap¬ 
parent,  where  this  Refuter  attempts  to  fhew, 
from  the  Nature  of  other  Difeafes  and  of  Poi- 
fons,  that  it  is  impoffible  for  the  Plague,  whe¬ 
ther  confidered  under  either  of  thefe  Heads, 
to  be  propagated  by  Perfons  or  Goods:  For  as 
to  what  he  advances  there  as  a  Proof  thereof, 
nothing  was  ever  produced  more  mean  and 
trifling,  nothing  more  diftant  from  the  lead 
Shadow  of  a  true  Argument,  by  any  one  that 
called  himfelf  a  Dodor  in  Phyflck.  That  be- 
caufe  fuch  and  fuch  Difeafes,  and  fuch  and 
fuch  Poifons,  do  not  infed  after  fuch  a  par¬ 
ticular  Way,  therefore  it  is  impoflible  that 
there  fliould  ever  exiil  any  Difeafe  or  Poifon 
that  can  infed  in  that  manner,  is  furelv  fuch  a 
poor  fort  of  Sophifm,  that  an  Under-Graduate 
in  any  of  our  Universities  would  beafhamed  of 
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making  ufe  of  it  in  an  Academick  Exercife. 
What  therefore  {hall  we  think  of  a  Do&or, 
that  publishes  it  in  Print  as  an  unanfwerable 
Demonftration? 

This  Refuter ,  in  his  fecond  Part,  which 
came  out  about  a  Week  after  the  firft,  would 
inflnuate,  as  if  he  had  been  much  converfant 
in  Books  of  Phyfickj  for  at  Pag.  y.  he  talks  of 
being  able  to  prove  fomething  by  all  the 
Writers  from  Hippocrates  to  Dr.  Mead.  If  he 
had  been  this  Book-learned  Perfon,  as  he  there 
feems  to  intimate ;  and  was  verily  perfuaded, 
that  the  common  Notion  of  Contagion,  like 
that  of  Witchcraft  and  Pofleflions,  was  a  mere 
vulgar  Error,  notwith {landing  it  had  prevail¬ 
ed  fo  much  in  the  World,  he  ought  to  have 
let  us  feen  more  of  his  Learning,  and  have 
fhewn,  that  all  Accounts  that  had  been  given 
of  Plagues,  and  favoured  that  Notion,  were 
altogether  infufficient  to  prove  it  fo  much  as 
probable  -y  as  a  Right  Reverend  *  Bifhop  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  has  excellently  well 
done  in  relation  to  the  Bufinefs  of  Witches 
and  Conjurers.  This  would  have  been  fome¬ 
thing  to  the  Purpofe  •,  but  to  go  about  to 
demonftrate  a  Negative  by  a  Way  which  was 
impoffible,  {hews  both  the  greatefl  Prefump- 
tion  and  Weaknefs  at  the  fame  Time. 

As  to  this  fecond  Part,  I  {hall  fay  very  little. 
It  affords,  I  think,  feveral  Specimens  of  its 
Author’s  Learning  and  Judgment. 

At  Pag.  f .  it  is  faid,  that  (the  Air)  c  is  even 
c  a  neceflary  Part  of  the  Fluids,  without  which 
&  they  would  ceafe  to  be  fluid;  And  at  p .6. 
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e  If  the  Air  could  be  entirely  withdrawn,  and 
6  abfolutely  excluded  from  the  Interfaces,  or 
c  minute  Spaces  between  the  Parts  of  tl 
6  Blood,  or  Fluids,  their  Cohefion  would  (of 
Neceffity,  or,  as  he  corredts  it  in  th e  Errata) 

6  probably  become  firm,  and  the  Fluids  would 
Q  be  rendred  Solids.’  Thefe  Paffages  fiiew, 
how  much  this  Author  is  acquainted  with 
experimental  Philofophy :  For  we  have  no 
Experiment  of  any  Fluid,  which  by  withdraw¬ 
ing  from  it  the  Air  included  within  it,  makes 
any  fenfible  Approach  towards  Solidity.  And 
farther,  no  Bodies  naturally  folid  can  be  kept 
in  a  State  of  Fluidity  meerly  by  the  Air  being 
between  their  Interfaces,  by  reafon  that  the 
Powers  by  which  the  Parts  of  fuch  Bodies 
attradt  each  other,  would  be  abundantly  fuffi- 
cient  to  drive  out  the  Air  between  them. 

At  Pag./2f.  there  is  another  Flight,  viz. 
c  Every  Blood-letting  takes  away  fome what  of 
Q  of  the  fanguifying  Power,  which  is  the 
c  Principle  of  animal  Life.’  This  is  no  way 
evident  3  for  though  the  Chyle  is  turned  into 
Blood,  when  it  comes  into  the  Arteries  and 
Veins,  it  does  not  therefore  follow,  that  the 
Power  in  an  Animal  to  change  the  Chyle  is 
proportional  to  the  Quantity  of  Blood  where¬ 
with  the  Chyle  is  mixed.  And  befides,  the 
Quantity  of  Blood  ufually  drawn  off  in  Bleed-? 
ing,  is  fo  inconfiderable  a  Part  of  the  Whole, 
that  fhould  the  fanguifying  Power  be  diminifh- 
ed,  as  this  Writer  fuppofes,  yet  that  Diminu¬ 
tion  would  not  deferve  any  Notice,  except  in 
fuch  Cafes  where  the  fanguifying  Power  is  be¬ 
fore  too  weak,  as  inDropfies,  fcjV.  I  hope  thi? 
Writer  is  not  of  the  Opinion  of  fome  whim- 
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Heal  Chymifts,  that  the  red  Part  of  the  Blood 
can  never  be  recruited  *  fince  that  Part  of  the 
Blood  in  Children  bears  but  an  inconsiderable 
Proportion  to  what  it  is  in  a  grown  Perfon. 

At  Pag.  31.  he  talks  againft  the  Abufes  of 
Bidders  in  fuch  a  manner  as  Shews  he  knows 
but  little  what  is  really  to  be  expe&ed  from 
them. 

At  Pag.  24.  This  Writer  is  fo  ridiculous  as 
to  fay,  c  that  if  Cotton  was  capable  of  bring- 
^  ing  hither  Infection  from  Turkey  ^  the  greater 
£  Quantity  of  Candles  we  burn,  the  more  we 
*  Shall  be  expofed  to  the  Plague,  the  Weiks 
6  of  them  being  made  of  that  Material.’  As 
the  Inconveniency  of  burning  many  Candles 
is  thus  argued  from  another’s  Notion,  fo  this 
Author  has  a  moft  ingenious  Conceit  of  his 
own  to  evince  the  fame  Thing.  For  he  has 
difeovered,  that  a  great  Number  of  lighted 
Candles  confume  too  large  a  Portion  of  the 
Part  of  the  Air  moft neceffary  to  Life.  But  I 
wonder  he  did  not  confider,  that  as  fall  as 
this  Air  is  render’d  unfit  to  keep  the  Candles 
burning,  and  alfo  according  to  his  Notion  in> 
proper  to  breathe  in,  that  Air  is  continually 
carried  off,  and  its  want  fupplied  by  frefh 
Air  5  which  is  the  Reafon  why  lighted  Can¬ 
dles  are  never  ordinarily  extinguifhed  of  thern- 
felves,  as  they  foon  are  when  inclofed  in  any 
VefTel  to  which  the  frefh  Air  has  no  AccefSo 
I  admire,  when  this  Author  had  it  fo  much 
in  his  Head  to  demolifh  nightly  Affemblies,  he 
did  not  think  of  more  obvious  Arguments, 
and  which  may  poffibly  have  fomething  in 
them.  For  the  Fumes  of  many  Candles,  aiding 
from  the  Tallow  whereof  they  are  made,  are 
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really  found  inconvenient  to  thofe  whole 
Lungs  are  weak.  But  Candles,  in  their  burn¬ 
ing,  are  fo  far  from  having  any  other  ill  Ef¬ 
fects,  that  they  take  off  from  the  Hurt  of  their 
Fumes,  which  is  mofl  fenfible  when  Candles 
are  newly  extinguifhed,  and  their  Fumes  are 
no  longer  attenuated  by  their  Flame. 

Thele,  and  other  Inflances  there  are  to  be  met 
with  in  this  Performance,  let  us  fee  how  very 
fit  this  Author  is  to  pronounce  dogmatically, 
as  he  does  in  the  30th  Page,  where  are  thefe 
notable  Words,  c  If  any  Judgment  can  be 
6  made  from  the  prefent  Nature  of  our  Cli- 
£  mate,  and  other  Circumflances,  THERE 
<  NEVER  can  happen  a  Plague  here  in 
c  England ,  in  which  Blood-letting  will  not 
£  be  found  pernicious  and  fatal’  In  the  for¬ 
mer  Part  this  Author  afferts  (weakly  enough) 
that  every  Diflemper  that  is  epidemick  and 
deadly,  is  really  the  Plague.  Now  can  this 
learned  and  ingenious  Writer  demonflrate, 
from  the  prefent  Nature  of  our  Climate,  and 
other  Circumflances,  THERE  NEVER 
can  happen  a  Pleurify  here  in  England  both 
epidemick  and  very  mortal,  which  then,  ac¬ 
cording  to  his  Notion  of  the  Matter,  will  be 
a  real  Plague  ?  And  if  he  cannot  demonflrate 
this,  then  certainly  there  may  (in  this  Author’s 
Notion  of  a  Plague)  fuch  a  Plague  happen, 
wherein  Blood-letting  will  be  found  neither 
fatal  nor  pernicious.  Befides,  Dr.  Sydenham 
has  given  Inflances  where  Blood-letting  has 
proved  very  beneficial  in  what  was  really  the 
true  Plague.  But  I  am  weary  of  following 
this  Author  through  thefe  miferable  Blunders  : 
I  fhall  therefore  add  but  one  more, 

[At 
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At  Pag.  ty.  this  Refuter  fays,  €Let  none  be 
*  afraid  of  attending  the  Sick  (viz.  of  the 
Plague  y)  £  for,  as  I  have  fiiew’d  before,  they 
6  cannot  poffibly  receive  any  Hurt,  but  may 
4  more  probably  find  Safety  and  Security  iq 
c  fo  doing. 

The  latter  Part  of  the  foregoing  Sentence, 
when  this  Pamphlet  came  firih  out,  I  obferved 
every  Body  excepted  againit>  they  wondering 
how  fo  firange  a  Paradox  could  be  proved, 
I  believe  this  Author  here  has  an  Eye  to  what 
he  faid  at  Pag.  6y.  of  his  firft  Part,  6  That 
€  Nurfes,  and  fuch  as  have  conftantly  attends 
4  ed  about  the  Sick,  have  efcaped  much  bet- 
4  ter  than  any  others.’  But  as  this  is  an  Af- 
fertion  grounded  upon  no  Authorities  ^  fo  this 
Writer  himfelf  feems  to  have  thought  it  too 
bold  a  one  to  pafs  without  fome  Reafon  for  it  j 
though  the  Reafon  he  has  affigned  is,  if  poffi- 
ble,  much  more  furprizing  than  the  Affiertion 
it  felf.  For  it  is  drawn  from  the  extravagant 
Ufe  fome  have  affigned  to  Arfenick,  of  pre¬ 
venting  Infeftion,  fuppofed  to  be  owing  to 
the  Arfenick’s  attradfting  the  Venomous  Parti¬ 
cles  of  the  Diftemper  in  the  Air  to  it  felf. 
To  make  this  an  Argument,  it  rauft  like  wife 
be  imagined,  that  the  Body  of  an  infe&ed 
Perfon  refembles  Arfenick  in  this  Particular, 
of  drawing  to  it  all  that  is  apt  to  propagate 
the  Difeafe,  whereby  the  By-ftanders  become 
free  from  Danger.  But  how  full  of  Blunders 
and  Abfurdities  is  this  Rcafoning?  At  the  Be¬ 
ginning  of  ahis  firft  Part,  this  Writer  believes 
the  Plague  not  to  be  a  Poifon  y  but  here  the 
Body  of  the  Sick  of  it  is  fancied  to  have  the 
Properties  of  Arfenick.  Then  this  Property 
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ofArfenick  being  a  Security  againft  the  Plague, 
is  as  ill-grounded  a  Conceit  as  ever  got  Admit¬ 
tance  into  Phyfick,  and  is  altogether  owing  to 
a  Miftake,  as  we  obferved  above.  And  yet 
this  Refuter  draws  from  it  a  moft  amazing 
Conclufion.  Does  this  at  all  fuit  with  the 
Caution  and  Circumfpeftion  he  would  make 
us  believe  he  never  wanted,  both  by  the  curi¬ 
ous  and  important  Queftions  he  afks  Or.  Hal¬ 
ley ,  in  his  Letter  to  him,  printed  at  the  end 
of  the  firft  Part  >  and  the  feveral  Proofs  he  de¬ 
mands  of  Dr.  Mead  concerning  many  Particu¬ 
lars?  But  however,  granting  his  Principles, 
that  the  Body  of  an  infefted  Perfon  drew  to 
it  the  malignant  Particles  floating  in  the  Air  3 
does  it  thence  follow,  that  fuch  as  are  near 
this  Body,  are  fafer  than  thofe  who  are  at  a 
greater  Diftance?  Does  it  follow,  that  one 
fitting  near  a  Fire  with  a  Door  open  at  his 
Back,  can  receive  no  Injury,  by  reafon  the 
Fire  draws  to  it  felf  the  whole  Current  of  Air  ? 
Certainly  thefe  are  no  Confequences  at  all. 


CONCLUSION. 

I  Am  at  length  come  to  the  End  of  my  Un¬ 
dertaking,  which  is  no  fmall  Pleafure  to 
me*  for  I  think  nothing  in  the  World  can  be 
more  tirefome  than  the  Endeavour  of  clearing 
up  any  thing  from  Mifreprefentation,  and 
the  Labour  of  anfwering  Impertinence.  And 
thefe  have  been  my  chief  Imployment  in 
writing  the  foregoing  Remarks.  The  Author 
who  affumed  to  himfelf  to  be  Or.  Mead's  Ex¬ 
plainer  ,  has  frequently  given  me  the  firft  Trou¬ 
ble* 
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ble  *  and  Dr.  Pye ,  in  his  Attempt  to  refute 
Dr.  Mead's  Notions,  has  conftantly  exercifed 
me  with  the  other.  As  the  Explainer  makes 
no  Confcience  of  wilfully  mifreprefenting  what 
Dr.  Mead  fays  *  fo  he  as  often  fails  in  the 
Point  of  Reafoning  and  Argument.  He  like- 
wife  many  times  aims  at  Smartnefs  and  Wit, 
tho’  after  a  very  aukward  Fafhion*  and  is  very 
ignorant  of  any  true  Theory  in  Phyfick,  not- 
with Handing,  in  fome  Paflages  in  his  Pamph¬ 
let,  there  is  room  to  guefs,  that  it  is  wrote 
by  one,  who  in  other  printed  Difcourfes  has 
pretended  to  great  Knowledge  of  the  Animal 
(Economy*  and  to  be  able  to  account  me¬ 
chanically  for  many  of  its  Operations.  But 
this  is  a  Talk  too  difficult  for  one  of  this 
Writer’s  Capacity.  It  is  not  a  pillaging  of 
Bellini  and  others,  and  that  in  their  very 
Words,  that  can  get  a  Man  a  Reputation  for 
Skill  in  the  true  Theory  of  Medicine*  when 
what  he  produces  himfelf,  as  well  in  this  Per¬ 
formance,  as  in  other  Treatifes  of  his,  is  be¬ 
yond  Conception  weak  and  abfurd. 

Dr.  Pye ,  on  the  other  hand,  does  not  feem 
to  pretend  to  much  Knowledge  in  Natural 
Philofophy  *  but  where  he  makes  fome  Effays 
in  that  Way,  he  is  very  unfortunate.  Nor 
has  he  fhewn  any  where  in  either  Part  of  his 
Difcourfe  any  tolerable  Acquaintance  with 
Books  *  tho’  in  one  Place  (Part.  II.  p.  f .)  he 
makes  ufe  of  fuch  an  Expreffion,  as  if  he  had 
a  Mind  we  fhould  imagine «him  to  be  a  Perfon 
of  almoft  infinite  Reading.  The  Tenour  of 
his  Difcourfe  is  feemingly  grave,  and  not  a 
little  Magifterial.  He  perpetually  aims  at  a 
fort  of  Argumentation,  delivered  in  a  moE  te¬ 
dious 
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dious  Compafs  of  Words.  As  to  the  Force 
of  his  Reafons ,  we  have  fujly  con  fide  red 
that  m  the  Remarks  on  his  Performance,  and 

concerning  which  we  fhall  add  nothing  far¬ 
ther.  & 

.  ^  As  it  has  been  our  Bufinefs,  in  the  forego- 
mg  Remarks,  to  vindicate  Dr.  M^i’s  Difcourfe 
from  the  Objections  that  have  been  raifed 
againft  it,  by  Mifreprefentation  and  Imperti- 
.  nence;  fo  upon  a  Review  we  are  aim  off  apt 
to  think  our  Labour  in  a  manner  fuperfiuous 
and  needlefs :  For  Dr.  Mead's  excellent  Trea- 
tife  is  delivered  with  fo  much  Clearnefs  as  well 
asBievity,  that,  I  cjueftion  not,  but  if  anyone 
will  read,  it  over  with  due  Caution,  and  com¬ 
pare  it  with  any  thing  that  has  been  written 
in  Oppofition  to  what  is  there  advanced,  he 
will  readily  difeover  the  Truth  to  be  on 
Dr.  Mead's  fide  *  and  that  he  had  produced  no¬ 
thing  in  relation  to  Contagion  and  the  Plague, 
but  what  is  to  be  deduced  from  the  feveral 
known  Phenomena  of  that  Diffemger.  In¬ 
deed  if  home  ingenious  Beginner  in  Phyfick 
had  attempted  this  Subject,  he  would  proba¬ 
bly  have  been  more  lavifh  in  his  Conjectures 
at  theCaufes  of  the  Difeafe;  not  being  willing 
to  omit  any  Occafion  of  bringing  into  the 
Light  pait  of  that  Stock  of  extraordinary 
Knowledge  which  he  had  lately  received  from 
the  Mouth  of  fome  grave  and  learned  Profef- 
for.  And  this  perhaps  might  take  with  the 
Generality  of  Readers,  who  are  for  the  moft 
part  apt  to  admire  what  neither  they  nor  any 
body  elfe  will  be  ever  able  to  comprehend; 
and  to  flight  what  is  natural  and  certain,  and 
what  it  is  poflible  to  difeover  in  the  Know- 
.  L  ledge 
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ledge  of  Nature  *  and  what  will  dneft  us  to 
iomething  that  may  be  of  real  life  and  Service* 
Nor  may  the  young  ALfculapius  hlmfelf  at  firft 
doubt  of  the  "Truth  and  Certainty  of  thofe 
airy  Speculations  which  were  delivered  to  him 
byQne,  the  Dignity  of  whofe  Office  feems 
to  require  him  not  to  be  ignorant  of  any  thing 
in  the  whole  Compafs  of  the  Art  of  Healing. 
But  Time  and  Experience,  a  drifter  Search 
into  the  Nature  of  Things,  and  a  Heady  Pur-  . 
fuit  of  a  truer  Philofophy  than  what  has  hi¬ 
therto  been  taught  in  the  Schools,  may  at 
length  inform  him  better,  and  make  him  dif- 
cern  how  little  Truth  there  is  in  the  many 
Notions  that  have  been  broach’d  by  the  Com¬ 
pilers  of  Hypothefes  and  Syftems.  Then  he 
maybe  able  to  perceive  the  Difference  between 
Conjectures  framed  at  random,  and  fuch 
Knowledge  of  Things  as  is  acquired  from  the 
mod  diligent  Ohfervation,  and  the  founded 
Reafon>  between  what  is  uttered  from  a  Uni- 
verfity  Chair,  only  in  a  methodical  Way,  and 
what  is  produced  by  one,  whofe  natural  Saga¬ 
city,  improved  by  Study  and  the  larged  Ex¬ 
perience,  has  rendered  truly  fkilful  both  in 
the  Knowledge  and  Cure  of  Didempers.  And 
the  Short  Difcourfe  concerning  Peftilential  Con - 
tagion  will,  upon  the  drifted  Examination,  be 
found  worthy  an  Author  of  this  ladCharafter  j 
as  being  altogether  datable  to  the  Learning, 
good  Senfe,  and  Humanity,  which  every  bo¬ 
dy  who  is  fo  happy  as  to  be  acquainted  with 
him,  fees  and  admires  in  Dr.Af  EA D. 
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ERRATA, 

PAG.  12.  I.24.  after  the  Word  do,  add  of  them/elves  k 
thefe  Countries,  p.  24.  1.  28.  for  has  read  have.  p«  2 & 
I.29.  read  relate.  1.  31.  dele  fjhia? ant aines.  p9  29.  1.  32® 
read  Vicentia.  p.  33.  1.  25-.  after  mifiaken ?  add  thefe  Words, 
Tor  thoy  it  ceafed  then ,  it  might  not  he  owing  to  the  waking  of 
Fires  3  fince 
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